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literei* a boák in I cr*i;m vrr%w colled " Ki«sc-Snn|ftit " 

which cloim* to narmlr tlic lii'.: n> ..' the Pwrsis m ItvÍia írom lltc 

lírnn of tbc fiill oí tlie Su*«niiiiin EmpCTOf Yiixdcjüini Hl <lnwn ío 
iltc Mok Ol Snnjnn by Muhmcdmia. Tina spurious nnd uiumihcntit: 
»1i>ry ni Sanjan has been iicccptcd by muny a lenrned Pnrm nnd 
NuuJVat *cliular us a MtfkXN hi.tnricnl vvorlc. ullbniwh n> 

fnllacie* nrc chollenged morc llinn "i <-c on the fluth"ritie» ol hi»lo< 
rical facCv wiib the rcMilt ih.i! fi-any l'nr^isnre nireletl lo hehrvr 
ihat tbc Z^-roounao immigraiit* werc egyre?- *vho 
ihfir (ívtlhcrlund leavinü ibeit kuiii (ind coumr nirrcv ol 

ihc Arnii mva.lcr-.. 

A* ii ih a woll knnwn fan ihat ihe Iramán nnd Indínn 
Ai v.tim ohcc belongeu to Inc uninc rnce and ííiey had inlimiitc 
fcocinl niwi politicjil councciini- trniii ihc prc-hisloric pcrucl, I hnd 

itc.l h paper to. the TweHih Ali Indio Orientál Confcrence 
licl.l ni Rcnnre* in 194344 urder ibc liilc of " KiiM-Sanjat*— 
ii Pnlp.i <lc FaLchood wlmb mai reád m ihe Hialory Section 

,A the waid Conferencc by rny fritcnd Mr. Jnmshed C. Kntrak 

aWJAI |i> my unovoidnble ali»ciice. 



Wiib Jt view \n vin-dicftie ihc hoitourof our forc-fithere nnd 

WJtli llio mű 'i.him ni -rrkinn Irulli in tbc hght of liistury I Itnvc 

. been carrymg on an agitálton f<ir ibe lasi ihree ve ars ngaiiui ibe 

iinnjíinary Kisíe-Suiijan in tbc Pawi press. wbicb has liiuvfd • 

vnotit nc.ni.ieh to scvcrul nu cullcti Pnrsi tavanö supportins tbc 
KiMc-Snn|an far reosons bemt known 10 ihem&clves. A» írnnf of 
(be *clf;ua<lc leadere of tbc conirnumry and tbc •>< callctl 
Pb- D. »cboUra still ohstmnlely pcr*i»t in mislcmiing the Pormia lo 

acce.pt ihc humüiating Ki»u> Snninn ns the true hiMury of llie 
liulinii ZíOfCMMbiSBM I hnve dccmctl ii neceuary to publi*h my 
paper in the ícirrn of a hcioklct to appcal lo tbc wider publk td 
Itnd out the trulh and to pfovc lltc ulter faUny &f Kísbc Saninii 



In this liooltlct I havc incorpor/iled fl «rí« of nTÜfiles 
pulilislicd by ray le-arned íriend Mr. Byroirmhaw D. Nasik- 
wnlln al>oul iwo ycurő üRo_in ü Porsi weekly on tlic süinc auhjcct. 
I iim thankful to Mr. Nnsdcwalla for aU<*wing me to publish lais 
articles in tni* t>ooklet- 

In preparing ilii» pnpor I hnve quotcd se verni Dutnoriiic^ 
íncludinK tliose cited hy rny friend Lieut. Col. M- S. In.ni 
I. M. S. (Reld) in his valuahlework "Tlteslory' of 5anian." 

I tnlic ihi* opportunity to ih.onk nll tnc IcameJ autbürs vvhosc 
vvoíks hnve helped me tr» prepare this paper. I do iwl cluim lo he 
iofollibJc. but I dt> claim to be an earnest seelcer af truth ; 
ond I veiiiure to nreHeiit ilus humble work to my ca-religioni»tt* 
nnd others wítli a sincero desire that it mny inspire the Mzholors 
tn underlakc further scier.tifu: research in the HiétorJ cí ihe 
Porsin in Indin. 



Iflíí, Nn.iídcvi Sircct. 
BOMBAY, 3. 

Jamshedi Naomz. 

2lsLM»rch 1944. 



B. N. ni IATMENA. 
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SUMMARY. 

(1) Kli«-SiiniantheBubieclnit>ti*-Tof íhin |.»pcr is a book 
in Par.mn vonói writton by Bahman Knikobnd, a Parai Priest of 
Navmíi m 1509- I.t pretends lo give thc so-collod hislnry of Parsia 
from ilic liinc of thc downfall of thc Sasaaninn Bnqpfri lül tbc 
conquest of the •uppoaed Hindu Kiriadom of Saiiian by Moslerru. 

(2) In the abaence of any authanlk history of Pant» and 
uwii.jí in i!»r priip.i«H.nd« made hy thc prieally ela»» in suppbrt of 

thn •punouj lusiory cantaincd in Krach, mony acho-lara, Pantt and 
N >n Parais ara unfortunately ledi tn treat mis fairtaatic Kiau as a 
Htstoricnl work ; and w has done scrioua harm lo ihe Community 
by parnlyaing all researches in Porsi Hiatory. 

(3) Thnre arc autbentic proofa in exiatcnco which prove ihc 
amire faUny of llio Kisse-Sanjan from the begiiining io tho end. 

(4) The so-called prediction of AvoiUi, aboul iho deatrucúon 
oF Zoroastrian religion at (he hands nf Siioiiignr. ns atoled in tbc 
begmning of the Kisse is absolutely boselcsa. 

(5J The stBieinent about iho Khoroa*nia hidtng for 100 ycan 
in mounlatrts of Kohistan has no f oundation 

(6) The Porsk arc ocrused by tbe wnter of ihe Kisseh as 
ireacharouí Cöwardirunnins away lo adtatant Und. leoving their 
oouniry *nd tbc kinn lo ihcir falc to »nve tbeír akin. This 
dafamatory atatoment doea tvot receive miy aupnort whotaocver from 
history. 

(7) Varioui authorities orccitod in this poper to prove thc 
cloae and very intimate rclationa belween Irán nnd Indin from the 
pre-bistnric agc. 

(R) Tliere weií in India several independent Zoroailtian 
States and Colonies in different partj of India evén al thc time vf 
ihe deicat of tbc la M Saaaaiuan King Yazdegord in 64! A. D. 



(9> Afterthefnll of the Iramán Empire, thc Zoronstnans 
BiKceasfully chall-enged and defied the authority of ihe Moalem 
Khalifaa. 

(10) There waa iin religious porsacuüon of the Zoroaetriana 
by the Arabs na the Kissel) aseribes it to be tho ehief reoaon for 
the Khorasants lo Ica ve the country. 
• 

'II) King jadi Róna who- is supposed to have ifiven shalter to 
the helples* Z'iroa»trinn refugee* never exislcd;and he and h is 
supposed Kingdom of Sanjon were created out of the diacascd 
imagjrtation of thc outikor of the Kiama. 

(12) The stalemenla regarding King Jadi Rana moking somc 
eonditíona with the Khorasants and tbeir acceptarvce of his most 
humiliating termi hnve no baaisat all. 

(13) The narraiive of the Parai refugeea buildingen Atash 
Behram ond cunuccrnling Ironshah thorein with die aocred ALAT 
broughl by thein lm* rm liistorical hasis. 

(14) The narraiive of the two bnttlea of Senjan in whteh 
aocording to the Kissch n mere handful of Khorasoms oncc defeated 
the Uained army of 3O.Ü0O led by Alef Khon is purely a mylh 
and a humbug. 

(15) My obiect in wnting tbis poper is to dia pro ve all I hat is 
•old in the Kisaeh and lo prove ihat oWing lo Ihe mtimate relatinna 
between India and Irán (bért werc vanous aculcmrma of Paraia in 
differcni p-m* of ihisooumry; and that tbe Port of Tena situated 
between nvers Tnpti and Nerbudda in Surnt district had a lorge 
Zoroastrian populatmn sincc very very iong tíme before the 
Khorüsontí came in Indin. 

(16) Jj^ Dastur or Mobed Nerioaang ever consecrated the 
Sacred Fire nt Snman. Tlte greaí Nerió-nng, ibeaonof Dhaval. 
whotransUied Av-esM and Pabalav. P^^d Work> mto Sanakrit 
ia^foialed upo«i ia u Inc consecratirig Daatur. Thc translator 
flourishod about eight hundred years ogo. 



(17) The Stxteen San?krit SUokas woro not the work oí 
Neríosnng, but ihot of ono Aka Adhyaru whora tbc grent Parsi 
scholnr Mr. M. P. Kharcghat considers to be u Hindu. Thesc 
Sblokas warc compused láng aúer tbc Khorasanis camc to India. 

(18) Thoro are conflicting atatcmcnls about the date of orrival 
Bt Sanjan, A most ludicrous otlempt wos modc by a scholar 
to convert tbc Saniwöi era intő the Shaka ern- 

(19) Parei Scholors ore raaking mess by Jepicling Suhan 
MalimuJ a-t Alauddin Khiln. 

(2(1) The traditional dnte. víz. 1419 A. D. of the Sacrod Fire 
being brougbt f rom Bonsda to Nuvaari by Dabyovad Chango. son of 
Asha. is alsó wrong. 



(21) In short. the whole Kissa is palpably falsé and entirely 



baeel 



Beetess. 






KISSE-SANJAN A PALPABLE FALSEHOOD. 

It is a wcllknown fact thai Irán and India had Socinl, 
Political, Commarcial and Culturel rolations with oach other from 
thedawni of cívilisation. !t wos in Irán ibat the carly Aryons 
establishcd and dovcloped the most wonderf ul civiÜsation which is 
still the envy of world. It wos in Irón that the Aryans realised the 
conceptian of Ood nnd dcvclopcd the world-fnmous Aryan 
Philosapny ot tho ononoss of Gqd and Man, Mr. Jatindra Mohán 
Chattorjee, M. A. ín Kis learned work " The Ethical conceptions of 
tJie CJiiíi;t iayg thai "Zarthustra is asrauch aProphct of the Vcdic 
rcligton as Ramchundru and as much a Reformer of ihe Vcdic 
Society, as Gautam Buddha. Ali that Athravnn Zarthustra did 
was to emphasise the Ahurawörahip - the samo Asura- worship es 
isinculcated in the Rigvcda. That the Rigvcda ónjain Asure- 
Wnrship (which Zarthustra undertook to populárisé ) may be reád 
by anybody if he laoks up the 55lh hymn of the third book of the 
Kigvcd. Tho burden of tbis song which is repeated in ull the 22 
sianzas of the hyinu, may aptly Form the creed and walchword of 
Htndu-Parsi umty". ( Prefaco, P. 4. ) 

We find clear evidence of this enrly connections between Irán 
nnd India from Avesta wjitinjin likc the Vcndidad and Yaahts, from 
lne rock records of Dárius the Grcut on Rititun,, from classical 
wriiera likc Horodotus nnd Pliny, from Pohlavi works liké 
rCafnnmak and Madigan-i-chatrong. from Arab Históriaiig likc 
Tnbari and Albiruni, from Pcrsian sources liké Shoh-nomeh. 
Kerflhasp naiuch, Barxo namch, and Framroz nameh. from orchaeo- 
L>gical diseoveries und from cthnical, linguistical and numismalicol 
rescarcnes by emmenl scientists and scholars- 

KISSE-SANJAN BEGIMS WITH FALSEHOOD. 

Kisse-Sanjan wos writLcn by Bahman Kaikobad, a Parsi 
Priesl of Navsari in the year 1599 A. D. 

In Kissc-Sonjan or the story uf Sanjan, a fontost ic Htory of the 
syppo.-ed history oí ibe Parsis from the time of the downfull pf the 
Sassunian Empire is given. The writer of thts palpable faUehood 






wruiis us to beliovc that ofter thc dcfcni of thc last Sassanian 
hmpcr.it Yazdezard III. thc Parsis of Khorasan híd themselves for 
100 years ín Kobístan. then thcy passed 15 years ín Hormuz and 
finally came to India by «ea, first at Div and then settled in Sanjan 
by accepting most humihating terms at thc hands of Judi Rana - the 
supposed king of Sanjan. My object in presenting this paper is to 
show that thc " KISSA " is full of fantastic imagmation and false- 
hood from the boginnmfi tó tbo cnd. It is not feased on any hislwi- 
cal documcnts or manuscripta, Íl does noi givc thc detcsofany 
important cvcnt, nor docs it give the nomes of most importom histn- 
rical personalities; it i? based on tho orol story told by a learncd 
old priest whose name is not menhoned. though tbc wntcr nns iákén 
care to mention his own name to-gcthcr with that of hta fathcr and 
fnrcfathcr- As thcxe was no written record nor any oral tradition 
nor any othcr source of information avaüable. thc writer of the Kisso 
Sanjan obtained noccs»ory information orally from 3 learncd old 
Priest whieh was draslically curtűiled by him for no reaaon whatso- 
ever; and this amazing fiction is boldly prescnted to us os o recorded 
history of the Parsis in India. This story has bcen Bccepted by 
many a learned Parsi scholar. for rcasons bőst knownto themsclvcs, 
as a historical work: and by doing sö they have, in myapinion. donc 
immcnso harm asmy fricnd Licut, Colonel M. S. Iráni, I.M.S. (Rtd) 
rightly lainents. He snys:-"lt hiis. puralyscd üU rcscarch mto Parai 
Hístory aúice tbeir arrival in India; as this somewhat ílaitering 
account has bcen blindly ncccpted wíthout any criücal examination, 
not only by Parsi writers but by Europcan historians aho nnd it has 
found a place in seríous history- Parsi writers have stretehed thoir 
imaginaiion beyond breaking point; and used the most ingenious and 
far- fetclied nrguments to provc rnanai ' m pfobabl-e_ e pisodcs describcd 
in thc story,. and to recuncile the chronological and historical errora 
end cven to provc thc cxistcncc of thc imaginary King Jodi Rana 
of Sanjan." ( The Story of Sanjan. P. 3). 

According to thc story as narratcd to the authof öf Kisse 
Sanjan by thc unnamcd Priest, it was prcdictcd in Avcsio that the 
good religion— .Zorostrianism — would he dcatroycd tbroc times. It 
would suffcr at the hands of a King whose name would be 
Sitamgor (Tyrani). Tlns is absolutely fala« and witbout dny 



Foundation, as no Uing of s>ucli a namo has ever ruled over Irán. 
Licut. Coloncl Iroiü saya: — "Thc lcgendory forcign King Zuhhak, 
wrio conquered Irán and oppressed the Mation as describcd in 
Shoh-nameh. lived láng before the time of Zoroaster. From the 
time of Zoroaster till thc downfall of the Achíeminion dynasty at 
the haijd* of Alexander therc is un rccord-nor evén a tradition thai 
the religion had auffered any horm; so tbis part of the story 
is alsó nitt truc. 

"Furthw 00," proceeds Lieut. Co|on?l Uani. "he stat«s 
thai 300 years after Alexander, King Ardeshir came to ihe 
throne and restored the religion. As a malter of fact Ardeshir 
ascended thc throne 01 Irán in 226 A. Ch. after defeating tbc last 
Parihian King Artabanua (Ardvan) which evcnl took placc 557 
years after the conquest of Alexander Bnd not 300' . This shows 
that the Kisse begins from a palpable falsehood; and later on I will 
inakc aii attetiipt to provc llmt it alxo eiuls with falsehood. 

The Kisse Sanjan says thai the religion wos dcstroyed for 
the third timo one-thousand years after Zoroaster. So according 
t to this söcsllcd history öFthe Parsis ihe date of the Parsi Prophet 
coy|d be very eosity üVermined, nbout vvhich great aavants and 
theoligions have carried out unsuccessful rcscarch till the prése nt 
day. KingYazdczard lost his throne ifi 641: and as thie cvcnt ís 
satd to have happened ÍŰOU years after Zoroaster, tlie Intter mu*it 
have lived about 358 B. C. i. c. during tho timo of Üic Achitme- 
nian King ArtnXerxcs III, wbích is not true, because we kno-w 
that the Prophet flounshed during the rcign of Kiyanian King 
Vistasp whose date is aUo not determined till ncw. 

EARLY IRANIAN SETTLEMENTS IN INDIA. 

Thc wrttor of Kisac-Sanian and hb supportcr& bclicvc that 
the Zoroastrians scttlcrd in India in ahout 775 or 776, A. D. Thcac 
wc-rthies do not care a jot for historical faets. In theír anxicty to 
tnrust upon us the imaginary Kisse Sanjan aa a serious historical 
work, they have forgottén that the forefathers nf Iranians and 
Inojiana once lived togother in the home of tho Aryans, the Airyanc 
Vaija or Iranvez. It is iiot yet scttled whether this home was 
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titunicd ín ihe North Polnr Region ci in llie Tihetnri pinten u or 
in Ponjobi Not only eftcr hut evén befon thi I «Íoa for 
vnrious rcnwitm of tho tvro peoples, Ionian*, m foga uumbcrs hod 
telttel in tho Rc 8 i.m colled " HA FT A HINDU" in Vendidnd. 
Ihat i» ilic repicin surroundmE the HVI of the grent 

river Hindu La. Sindlsu. Latét there remained ©nly five rivera 
oul of theae seven; hence the lerm "Punioh ". Tht* orca oleng 
with Kaahmir wa-» conquered and reconquered fnom the rirnc of 
KuiK Hosbang — tbe first Iranian lawgiver abotft ewelve thousand 
yenra ago. by vonom Ktng* liké Jarn-lud. Foridun. Minocbehcr. 
Koikhmhm Viahtashpa. Dariu* ihe Grcal. XeTjtes. Ardeahir. 
Shahpur ihe Grea& Khushro ihc Grcat. Behrarngc-re, Nouahir- 
wui Add ele. 

Long, I<«»R before the conqtie?t of Irán by the Arnb* thirteen 
cnnturic* aga. the followersof the religion of Mnidn and of the 
fnith uf ilie blossed prophet Zarlhusint Spilama. had tetUod <■' 
the provmecs now known as Smd, Puo)abi tCaanmtf nnd Gujarat. 
It would be li»t) tibaurd to unagitic Usal •<> ilicuc írom Aryons 
liad BaWgtd withthe Hintlus mid üilicr rncca oí India. A good 
dcal of iho populntion oí ihe Paraie in India rightly cUira their 
deacent írom ühese ancwnt Zaroastnaíis. It is, tliereíore. íutile to 
cUim. rt» i» being done by somé Porai scholara, thai the presenl 
doy Parau owe iheir descentjyL. rofj] oand nf 

Kboraanm Zoroastrians who fled fmm Irnn i*> India ofter the 
Arab con<|ue*t to aave their skin. 

Innumorable refereftCes m Hwlory paint nul thitt very iiilimace 
polilical atid commerciol rclulions cxiatod bttWMD Irán and 
tud in írom very anctent times- In 512 B. C. Darui* I, conquered 
Northern provinccs of India: and sinc* then evén somé porta of 
Guiornl oml Knthiiiwnr were undor the contmt of Iranian Monnrchs, 
and were §drpjinUtered hy suti&ps appointed by thcm. Numia- 
niiitic etvidence definuely prove lho| the satrnpa rulcd írom Inc first 
to the nnd of tho fourth Century of the Chri-tian c»a ^ver Western 
InJta rncludinie Gujnrat, Saur,- I»lcm Knthmwar ). Cutch. 

Str.J. Mai WA and Nurth Konknn I P..r-ln nh.iflWaiilu! 

]oiininl of Royal Aiiatic Society B- B. Julv IJW 1 



In th« inaeription of Dárius 1. on the famou* rock* of Bi»tun. 
India is menliofled a» a country cooquered by thai nre-nt Me«NU • 
and írom which he wns receiving a tribute. Merodotu* fiiviuu 
vatunhlo Infounitiotl Pflgarawíg the relpllona bölwcon India and 

Irnn ruciitiunt ihat ui 479 B. C. lítdinn Arclicrs I httl u un 

ihoariny-i! \.-f.noo ay.nnst llie Greeks at l'loloiu. The Eottrrn 
boundry üt the Iranian Empire extefided to ibc soutb of nver 
.Siiitihu. Dur.r.« Pnrthian, rulo Miihradat I I 2ŰS-I7H li C » luid 
conquered India a* fur a» the nver jlictum und appninted locnl 
rulers os aatrap* in tbc conquered terntoric*. Tbr Itidi.in. rulers of 
laxili* and Muttra uegan to be colled sairaps from Irtn date. 
Kuabin cojm of tbc third Centunr of the Chruluui eni hava a 
Fire oltár .in il.c ..Ijverse, onJ clearly show very kiróna; Iranian 
ittfluenco t Licut. Col. M. S. Iram— The story of Sanjan. pp. 40-41) 

CiviriK further proof of the early lnda-Iranian connreciona, 
l.ir-ut. Col. Iráni anys ; — "The firsi Sasaaniiui I ; .mperor Ardfnhir I 
(226-2-10) invaded India and came as far a$ Sirliind ; nnil retif. 
nfior rcceivinn hn>mago from the KinR nnd large quniiiiiie 
Penrls. Jewela, Cold, Elephnnts by way of Irilute The fiíth 
1 5flssaninn Emperor Bchmm II ( 275-283 ) came thraiifh Stabin 
ami entered Punjab; but further dciaila of his expedni'i. arc not 
known. Hormuxd II l 500-309) obo visited Kabul und Punjab. 
onu married a Kushan Prmcess of Kabul. Slinpur II gaincd hit 
nciory over tho Romám nt Amida ín 360 A. Ch. wuh tlte lielp oí 
In li.in UUphaiUs »nd Kushan iroops. The Paikuli irmcriníion* of 

Narai 1 285-303 1 A Ch refer ír. Hind as a dependeucv 

this dependency inctudod mony States and provinccs whoae Rulera 
careio to pay In ni homagc at the time .»f hit acoeasíor) tr* the 
Üironc." 

" Tho alory of the visit of Bchram V, nicknorncd Gor 
1 420-439 A. Ch. ) u ÚU Cnurt of the Hindu King of Kanouj, 
Baaudev, ia well known and is deacnbed in detail by Firdlilt. 
oabrnm Ji*tfui*ed himaelf oson ombassador from Ihn nwn court; 
and wuh a lette r to Hindu King went to his Coun where he wos 
Wcü reccived nnd slayed tlierc for somé túne. Ho feli in lőve 
wiA th« dauxhter of his hőst and momed hcr. Befora rctttming 
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to lrnn with his brido he disclosed hia identity. It is. believed 
ihnt he imported intő Irón from India a very large number of 
Professional wandering singers ond dsncors .ind that the mndern 
Iraninn Lurisnr wandoring gypstes btc the descendants of these 
singera. Nowshírwan the just, calU himsclf King of Irán and Hínd. 
Ali this shows thnt thcre was eonsiderable intercourse between 
thcse twu Aryan Counlries during the Sassanían period (Ibid, 

pp. 41-42). 

IRANIAN RULE IN INDIA. 

Let us now turn 10 somé nlsioncal and other rocords or well 
known seholara and travellers about the Iranian Rulc in India, 
and about tho ogelong connection between the iwo countries in 
the sphere of civLlisation, culture. architecture, commerce ele. 

Aixurditijj to Rennud's Abul-Fida (Chapter 77) we find 
ih.ii "under the Arsacida: or Parthian dynasty, the Pensinna 
took a great port in Orientál navigarion. The re was q eonsiderable 
Indián trade upto the Pcrsian Gulf and by land to Pnlmyra; and il 
sec ma io iiiivc hecn under the Parthian influcnce thai the Persians 
nvercame the ír horror of sca, and roac to be the greotest sea- 
furára of (he East. The txode coruiection between the Timiin 
Coast and the Parthian rulers in the Porsian Gulf has a special 
interest at this period, as in the latter part of the first Century afler 
Christ the Andhraa wero driven from the rConlcan nnd North 
Deccd.ii hyforeigners apparentiy from Northern Indiai who faunded 
the Indo-Pnrtbian Dynasty. (Parsss oí Ancient India by Mr. 

S. K. Hodiwala. P. 26). 

The era of V alábbi dynasty dating from 319 A. D. in genc- 
mlty ad mit led. Col. Todd gives 524 A. D. os the dalc of the nack 
of Valabhi ; and the evidence from their coins show ihat their 
(Valabhü Empire continued atleast &ome two centuries- Thoír 
downfall wn» attributed by Col. Todd to an army of Parthian* 
(ZoroastrianB )-and Scythíans ; but Mr. Elphinstonc has suggesled 
thai the invaders rnay have boen the Ssssamans, probably under 
Naqshirwari ihe Great. And in this. evem we have doublless- an 
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explanation of the oceufrence oí the "G adnia coins. Barua- 

rized at tbese are the attempts to delineate the búst and Fire- 

Altar of the Sassantdes, is evideni .ind it is certain, (herefore, ihat 
etther the Su-wanian Manarchy obtained a footing in Gujarat, 
or ;h is morc probablc an offshoot of that dynasty succeeded in 
eatablishingen Einpirc ihcrc. " rCISSE-SANJAM " aaya that the 
Zorfluatrians had fted from Irán owing to their rclifiuus persecution 
atthe hands of fanatic Arabs, but the above historical records 
provo that at tho bmc of the downfall of Yazdegard in Irán, ihere 
were indep-endenl Zoroiistrian states and settiements in Gujarat and 
Kaihiawár and ihercfore the story of ihe "KISSA" of the Parsai 
coming to India nskuig for a shcltor Ín ihe Durbar of Jadi 
Rana of Sanjan falls to the ground. 

We alsó notice from ihe Peraian Htstory that the Sassanian 
Empcror* Behrara Gore (420 to 44Ü A. D.) and Noushirwan 
Adil (531-579 A. D. ) had extended their conquests in severnl 
párta of India. Firdusi alsó states Lhat during Bchram Gore í 
visít to India, the Iranian me^chanb hving in India had wailed 
upon hím in the form of a deputation. 

Ebn Haukal an Arabian traveller of tentn century saya Üimt 
"sötbc parts ( of Hínd and Sínd ) belong Eo Gubres (Pcrsian 
Gobran ) and a Krcatcr portion of this country to Kafara ( Pcrsian 
Kiifcran I. and Idolnlorti l Pcrsian 8oot Paraston".) (The Orientál 
Geography translatcd by Sir Ousley Knighr. pp. 146-147. ) 

Mr. Shapurji K. Hodiwala alsó supports this view in his 
famous book "The Parsis of AncietH India". He soys that 
"according to the Arab traveller Misar Bin Mukhalihal there wero 
l : irc tomple-i Ín Cheul in 950 A. D. whioh date u given as 942 A. D. 
ÍQ Bam. Goz. Part I pp. 216-217". Somé of ihe supporters of 
>hc Kisse Sanjan insisi Uial netween 775 A. D. and 916 A. D. 
OMy one Fire templc víz. Iranshah w.is. estnbliahed by the Parsis 
at Sanjan, the oíher Fíre ternple haváig been built, ofter an interval 
of ncorly one thousiand yenre, in 1765: but from the above 
c xtro«, wc fűid clcar cvidcnccof the fact that evén in 916 A. D. 
whon the Parsis w«re supposed lobé living in Sanjan under the 
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nHe of Jiii.lt Róna s dcsccnduiili.. ihere wero ílaunshinfi 
Parsi OolonfM in Sifta, and they had esiablishctl rtwny Firc 
ternyien in iheir settlomenls. 

Mr. G. K. Nariman. □ greot Sonskrit nnd Avestn «choIar in 

lus "Notes" on "THE PARSiS OF ANCIF.NT INDIA" 
(p. XV t wrile9:- , 'l Kave looked intő ihe cognate Bhavnhya 
Purati. and olthough. portiona of the preacM te* la of Bhovisnya 
nrcpalpobleínterpolation?. tbc ligrit it ihrow* on the tribe 
trt trfbaa. wboae customs so forcibly remund u» »f out own. 
represenüi pradicesof a toterable nniicmity. It admits of liHle 
doilbt thullhcro wcrcKttlcnjctit* in Imiin ni thc Put-nis Vcfore tbc 
conquc»i« of Peraia by US 
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Mr. JiMtido Newton in lii!» p»ii]ht kii ilic nnciorrt dj-nastíes of 
Knthinwad and Gujarnl remarks with refcrencc io IndoSrasaruon 
. <iiih líiniul iik Mnlwa and Gujnrat that "the nnrltent coins are of 
l.ir«e -izb, wid tlicir imítationof the SnBBBtúnn coins ia direci and 
ubviuua. But lhe»c coins dcport murc Irüin the originál, so that 

tt is not efti.v fit fifai aight to iroce their deseent"- 

Mr. Codringlon. Secreiory of tbc Bombay Asuilic Sotiety telected 
a •tfies of coins to show the gradua! change of the Prrsian hcad 
<m lK« ob verse and the Fire-Altar on the reverse of the Sassanian 
'oloog button önd ihe íert** of dőli and Iinea 
i d un tbc Gadina cains."' ( CurmiiighQm'a ArchieorogK*! rcporis 
X! p. 176. Bombay Branch of Royal Anaüc Socwty s Journal, 
XII p.325). 

"Cuiininfihiim camc across 13 FireAItared Indo-Sotsariian 
Com* nt Nn^ri, nbout II miles norlh of Cliiior: and to thcm he 
AMÍgn* un ilio date the 7th Century to ihe commencement of 
tl>c 8tl> Cemwy A. D. (Archieological Reports, VI. pp. 200-201 J. 

" Accordingto ono occounl a lnrge body of Persinns landed 
in Westom India cariy in 7ih Century mid from one of tbeif 
leaders whum Wdford bebtved to be » sori of IChoseoh Parvir. 
the íamily of Udaipur i* said to bnve spnmg up." (Bombay- 
Gucttrcr. XIII p. 248 U 






13 

The wnter of the Bombay Gaietteer DotíOM iraduioiiiil 
connectii»n-« lniis'ccii v.ilanbi and tl»e Kanna of Mewnd with the 
Samatnuii Kingi ol Periig ( 2W-650 A. D. I In nupport of thi» 
trndition Abul Karul wys thnt the Kanos of Me\wul imiHith r ihrni- 
,,'Kci 'lc«' rini.int* of the Sassanian Shnh Noushirwnn (531-579). 
And Tíkid t|uotcn luller dctuils from the Persian hialory of Mnsscr- 
aUUmro. Tbc luik Dotween India and NnushirwBns ion Nnushi»d. 
who fled from his father w 570 A. D. recciM^* tupport in the 
st.itrtnenl of PfOMM>piu<-. that Naushizad found slicller in BelapaiBn 
Minarialan (Bombay Gaxetteer, Part I. p. 102 I. 

" lí tlie tiuinbcr of Üie debased G^ulhin^ ( coir.« | whicii from 
lime to time come & lighi may Ue looked on oa indicaUve of rule 
cxteiidmit over a century or two, our rescarchcs lutliertu will hrui« 
ui dowii to tbc cumincnccmcnt or the end of the acvcnib century 
of our era nnd oloae wilh a racc uf . s n origin rcign: 

li Kalhinwerand Gujorat-" (Bombay l-tnntli <ií R-uyuL Aaiatic 
Soaely. JournoJ, VII. pp. 30-36 ). 

The Intő Pandit Bhagwjmlal Indarji diacuuing the Gadliin 
coins haa rnrnnrKed ihat " somé ot the Sassanian fCings ( between 
the 6Üi aiuI 8th centuries I may hav« ettábfiahed thcir mle aome- 
where ui theac di»H"Ki« >. Malwa I. and had thcir tiirrrcncy isaued 
and thei* sucecssuf. (tbc Chawca and Cbalukya ..f Anftiilwad í 
retainod and opicd the same typc tor theu i \siatic 

Paper* part II. ps 254 by Sir Jiwann J. Módi.) 

I taave qunted at length somc estracta from various nuthori- 
lic» in »how the intimate politicaJ and ^(jcial Indo-Irnnian retatsons 
from iln- prc.histotic Vcdic ern. right upto the 8th Century of 
Christiuii orn when accordingto Kisse-!>nnjari ihe uncenlorfi uf tbc 
are siipposcd to hove run nwny from Irón. Wc know from 
uniMiiic.i. Iiii|>li; .unit ,riiie» cíted above th&1 ihe Siissiinmriiia had 
thcir ui.lcjiendenl eoloiiitt, ni Kuwh. Kotbiowur. Gujarotand Malwa 
nme of the defeat uf Kuig Yaidezard nnd the foll of 
SsaMUiian dynnsty in Irán, The Zoroastrians in Brnu luid uo eorildr 
reason to htdc Íor 100 years in the rnountatn* of Kobialan as 
they Were avrare of the existence of Zoro«trian States in India 
vvhere they had a rj£hi to bair o abeher. li m nouibla lliat 
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dunna tlw« lurnulluous penod. somo ZotttMfl rmn* might have cnme 
lu Indiu: hul tbc etory narrnted in KisseSaninn, of annie Khürn- 

konin lenving Irán at ibc risk nf ilicir ÜVH lo mivc ihcir DiHiieni 

relígion, ihoir »tny for 19yearsBl Div end tlnir íuml *cttlcmenl at 

ni l>y accepting *ome chilJisb und hunul niting (erms in the 

Dnrhnr of Jndi Rann is nothing liui • humbug acid " ínyth. 

B 

The Zoronstrians in lron after üie lasl Lultlc or* Nchovand 
fought in 64 1 had not run away liké cowards na the aulbor oi 
KisaeSanian naively wants us to bclievc; but truc 10 Utók vva'r-like 
trndihnns tbey rctitted ihe Arab invadera for a long nme. U is 
known írptn hisiory thai Sbah Ya*dei«rd ctcaped W Rac and 
thcnce lo Khornsan wiih the remnant of his nrmy. After be wa» 
treecherotuly murdered at Mérv, his »on Pnnce Firu* wíih somé 
fuithful followers took rcfuge in Chinu and MHiflht ihe hclp of 
the Chilicsc Enipcror. In 653 tbc Chllicrw defealed the Turka 
árul aot up nn Iranian Govt. in Síjistan wuh Firuz at it* recog- 
uised rulor. Later on when he wasdriven nway frnm Sijislan be 
again fled to China and livcd iberc for nuaiiy yeurs wiLh Royal 
pomp. He built a Firc Tcmple fii CluiiiR-n-gnn. H iho Khora- 
•ania were true to thcir salt. thcy oughl to lm ve oexompanied theÍT 
Kim; or árt the oltemali-ve thcy ougln lo have gona to the adjoining 
provincc oí Tabamlan where Zoronsinan Chicftans callcci 
Upahbad* were rulmg tndependently. defying lucccwfutly the 
•utttontv of the Mohmedan Kbalifas- It wm ea»y for the Kbore* 
sanit citber to go with thcir King or lo ioin the rönk of tlie brove 
rebcU chnllenging the Arabs in Tabariatnii : but uccording to 
Kisse Sanjan, tbey fled to KoJiislan aívd I lorrntw bMI ihcn seiled 
for India witb ihc lloly.lMí to "pwrrWl' the wblc rebgion 
of tbc firat Prophct of mankiud I Only those of perverted 
mentalny or peraons having aomc BcHudi iimtívccon awallow bucIi 
nn iiHulling nnJ groisly dc-foruntory jiUiieinonL wiib rcgard to our 
bravó ai>d noblc nncestors. 

The fact in tbat on the duwnfeil of Yoxdciord III. the Porsis 

id no tuus-c to leove the couulry. The Arahs wero nul 

ablv lo establisb ihelf rule securely fúr a conaidrrable titne; the* 

baj ooi rooncd at oncc to amvert tha Zoroattnan* í^icilly 
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lo Ulnm; anJ (here IVOrfl powtrfu! and - Iiccilmn luving Zornnstnan 
Chirfi.Hin. ívlm chnllmged atid defied ihe aulbi-f tty oí ihe eojaq i» 
rora fur o Ii-ng tirne ufie>r the fali of Su»»uinim Dymmty. Wlien 
iiiiivo Npubbmls wcic galljsmly giving rtaial«ntt to ibr 
\ i invudetJi. acily tbc cowarda can tbink oi leuving iln.- inntbcr- 
Innd to Iier fate ond running awny to somé disi.un |»|iit* lor xnfety. 
|i iho tuppűrtera or KisaC'Sonjaii ránk ibeir ancetior* onicHig tbc 
ovwnrd*. I have nothing to *ay. I dcclorc witb nll the cmpltaaia 
I «ni^ •' <hc whole atory of Pütmi ÍImhu lo India owing lo 

Üieír tehgiou* [Wfvecutvm is the result oí tbc diacaacd imnginnnmn 
<»f a Mtbed of Navaan who composed Kuse*boi3)Hii in Persian 
verses wiib • view lo glorify ibe Samiana Praeats o% ibc protec' 
tun of iSic rrbgion of the Parsi commmmy; but in doing ao be liad 
lo rosort lo »ucli palpnble íalsehooJs thai any man or vvoman of 
ardinary cornmou »ense can aee hím througlu 

THE MYTH OF JADI RANA. 

Now we wül procood to exomine the myili ul Jmli Rnnn jind 
liis Klngoom oí Snnian whece uccording to KinaeSaniaii llic Pjirni 
rciugecs nrc tupposed to have rcceived sbcllcr cm ibair nccepmnte 
uf ceriain candittctn*. The writerof K pUl hns r.ot decmed 

it necesaary to inform in who wos rulmg at Div vhere lliey 
paaaed a'hout 19 yenra without nny hirjdrar<r. He •iinply ilDie* 
tiiat uftet 19 years in D.v an a^trologer prieal con-ulted hi» 
gital dwirts w>d advised tbc refügece to go lo acimc otbei 

rty. No rcaaon whatsoev-er » gívcn i ■• : ni t. lca\c Div nor 
any quesllona were a»kcd;bul oll the refugees promptlyembarkccl In 
» iblp and suilcd towards Gujarst During the voyngc thcy 
were üircntcned by n disastrous storm; sti ihey proyed to 
Abur Moxd ond offered u vow ihat in tbc eyent o( thcir aofo 
amvalthoy wotlU »nstal a Firc Tcmple lAlaah Bchrnm). Soon 
after (he vow wnfc ofleretl, the siorm subsided and ihey sotely 
arnvcdulSaiiimiwli*re Jadi Róna wbs- rulmg. TU brave kmg 
at wlww haiidt tbey were fomed co accept aome UllultlTiJJ terma 
is *n ( d w hava temed gl iho sight of tbese mw.h oppreited 

refugee* whohudlcir inrir Mother-cecaftry m n cemury and 

it bulí ag». In order to íale-gunrd himsclf ->nd h>, Kinarloan from 
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these helpless forcigners ho imposed upon theni five ridículous 
conditions; and upon llieir acceplance oí thc somé ikiey wcrc allowed 
to lond 'nt Kanján. 

The first condition of Jadí R«na wbs thnt llie Priest should 
explain to him the principlcs and practiccs of ihcir rchgmn, The 
Priest does not "űrig the sultlime song* of the immortnl Gathaa, 
he does noL raplain the highest philosophy of Ashn; he secrna to 
have no knnwledge of the sublime principles of Vohuman. Venís- 
tem rnöD, Spantnmnnue. rCshathram. Arimiili. und Amerctat: 
principics by which thc Zorouxírion religion hos nghily enrned thc 
foremost pince In ull thc- ancient religioiis of üie world. Allthut 
this learned Prieat could say to the King of Sanjnn wtu that they 
worshippcJ tho Sun. the Moon, the CűW, the Fire. Watcr nnd 
othor creotions of God; nnd thai they worc Kushti or úSe snered 
thrend ráund their waistj and thai ihcir women dunng menstruation 
did not look oi iho Sun. the Sky und the Moon. nnd they első 
avoided watcr ami fire; und ihol ihe snme rules were observed 
by ihe lying-in wameii who wcrc segregoted for fnrty duys. 
If this explanation contains the sublime philosophy áf the Zoroaa- 
trían rehgion thc less said abo-ut the so called knowledge of thc 
learned. priest the fc>eiier. This childieh statement is- nothíng but 
nn msuli to the first religion of mnnkind. " 

Thc other coiuliúons of jadi Rsn3 were ihnt the Pnrai women 
ahould mlopl thc Indián dress, tb nt l ^ e "fugees should give up 
their languBge. thai they bhnuld perform their ntarringes in. the 
evening ond laslly they should disunn ihem&elyes. Exccfl the 
lasl condition of disarming tbc foreigners, ull ni herlcondiuons are so 
nonsensícal thai no one havrogcomnion intcllcct would ever think 
of impoaing the'm on haplcss and helpless refugecs beseeching 
for a shclter. 

No where ín the history of Gujorat or Döccen we find any 
tracc of Jadi Rana or his supposed Ningdom or oonjan. Som* 
Parsi writere have mnde inany ingeninus attempls to find stich q 
king ond his dynasty; und by o cunous procoss of juggling witli 
figurcs and perverting the iacts they have tried to prove the arrivol 
of the immigrants to coíncide with thc rcign of jodi Rana of 
rvisae-Sanian, * 
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According to Prof. 5. H. Hudíwalla, (Studics in Parai History. 
1920) VanadDev (945-975 A. D.)ofNorth Konlcan, thc soventh 
Sithara ruler was Jadi Rana. According to Kisse-Sanjan the 
rChorananis lived for IflOyears in Kohistan.íor 15 years in Hormuz 
nnd for 19 ycars Ín Dív aFter iho fali of Sassanion Dynasty in Irán. 
Fr-om this we can calculate that the year in which tlie PjireÍB 
came to Sanjon should be 775-776 a^ the Shah of Irán, YiuJu/ard 
waí defeated in the year 641 A. D. T>r. A. S. Altekar has in 
h:-; learned artiole in "Indián Culture" (VolII p. 418) defínitely 
provecj by thc latest authentig evidence ovaildUlc fruni tho 
numerous Sílhara inacriptioii* Found in the Thana District that 
Vájjad Déva came to the throne in 945. To fill up this gap of 
two hundred yeors Prof. S. H. Hodiwala spealcs nbout a mnrginnl 
note, heaven only knows mnde by whom, ín ono of tho manusen'pt 
cjpies uf Kiasc-Sanjan in which it is. menüotieJ that the Parsis 
laodad at Sanjnn in VlkrnnrSamvat 772 which corresponds to 716 
of the Cliristion ero. Thisi makcs the confusion worati confomidod 
becau&o wo know thut Vájjad Dev or the supposed Jadi Rana of 
Kísse-Sanjan rnyth was not cven liom in Ssmvat 772 wltcn he is 
alleged to have given sbelterto the Khorasani refugees. 
I 

Prof. Hodiwalla then resorts to the proccss of juggling wíth 
figure* and telis us in all seriousnesa that the figurc 772 should 
bo 992, bocauac he ihüika thnt thc unknown person whilut making 
thc marginal notc had made a mistnke in putting down 772 for 
992 as tho Devnagori chnracter of tlie figure 7 resemhles 9. Figures 
7 & 9 in Devuagari are written thus respeciively ( * and •» ). but 
the learned P'rufessor, owing to his zeaí of provin« tbo mytlu- 
cq| Jutli Rana m a imlorical pcrsonaltty rcf'uscs to see the wide 
dif ference between these two figures. 

Commenting upon this jugglery of figurcs LieuL Col. M. S. 
Iráni. I. M S. (Rtcl.) remarks thai "evén thlo noculiar argument 
and thc twisting of facis dn not seam to help hint out of thc 
difficulty, as in the year 936 A. D. Vájjad Dev'a prcdcíesaor Goggi 
Rana (93Ü-945J was on the throne." (vide Dr. A. S, Altekar 
InJionCalture. Vo|. II p. 402). 



1 






18 



The next difficulty was tnmnke Jadi Rann out of Vájjad Dur. 
Here alsó Prof. Hodiwnlln ndopta □ curíous method on his own 
iniliative and by eliding" "Va" from "Vuijad Dov he mnkes him 
Jndd Oova- Furrhur ariscs the necessity to do owoy with the wnrd 
" Déva " anci placc "Rana" in its stead. The lesrned Prnf.sugflests 
that H9 thc Word " Déva " wqs u&ed in theír language in b bed 
sense lo indicale evil persons. tha gratcful Khorasama clianged Dcv 
intő Kani; and thus thc Jadi Rano of Kissc-Sanjan is thrust upon 
us bs a htstorícal personaliiy. Nover such a ridiculous proce*s wa* 
adopted by any sorious siudent of history in support of a ridicukius 
fiction which undoubtedly thc Kisse-Snnjon is. 

Evén ii we ndmüt For the sake of argument tnni Vájjad Dev 
tho 7th Siiharo ruler of North Konkon wns Jndi Rana of Kisse- 
Sanjan. tbat ho wau rulin« in 936 A. D.. thai his capital was at 
Sanjan ami no>t ut Thann. nnd that the nnme of Sanjan was Hanjmn 
Nagar ur Anjuman Nagor. yet this sort of twisting doea nnt help 
tho supporters of the spurious hitttory of Kisse-Sanjan. Aceording lo 
Kisse -Sanjan thc desgendant of Jadi Rana who gavc baltié to 
tbe nrmy of Alíkhan was killcd 700 ycars ofter the orrival of 
Parsis Ín Sanjnn. Il we tuke the year oí theír landíng to be 936. 
we conio to *eveeiteetitn century A.D. Wncn whale at Gcijarat was 
ütider iho corurol ot thc MognI Emperors. tf wc accept thc year 
of 775 as the arrival date of the Iráni refitgees. wc wíll tome to 
1275 and 1475 by tnk'ing inlo coasideration thc periods of 50U and 
703 ycars rcipectívoly mentioned in thc Kissc-Sanjan. 1 he 
Silhara dyaasiy of the fíctítious Jadi Rana £amc to an end in the 
year 1265 V D. when the ruler ot North Kankan Someshwar was 
defeated and killed by the Yadav Kíng Mahadeo. This makcs 
it clcar that tho story of tbe bnttlc of Sanjan in which tbc King 
oí Sanjan WM deféated uflef tiravc resiaiance given by the 
Kiiűrüáatais is purely imaginary, Licut. Col, M. S. Iráni ngluly 
remarks that " thero was no such king nnd ihat there was no 
Hindu kí ngdom of Sanjan nnd the wholc history as deseribed is 
nothing more than pure fiction," (The Story of Sanjan p. 56.) 

After thc KftorasBUM were oomfortnuly settlod in tbc city 
founded by them and caUed Sanjan. tSey thought of fulfilling tlieir 
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vowof biiilrlinH an Atash Behram, So the settlera wont to the 
kin£. an d the pricst expressed thoir dcsirc to ercet a rireTemplc 
for whích on ex'.ensive areu of ihree fursongs or ab out nínc 
milcs f«e from the preaence of a Juddin or Non-Zoroastrian 
waa nocessary. Why thesc Parsis required such an extcnaive ürca 
to build a Firc Tcinplc «r how they obtaincd neixssüry íunds 
for it is a mystery. It is strange that there nre no signs oí the 
first Firc Tomple orected on o plot of lond nine milcs alround 
from the centre wbtch wns granted by tho Hindu rCíng Jadí^ona. 
There ^s rwt evén n trndition as rcgards thc *íghl of tho firet 
Firc Templo consccratcd in India. 

The aupp >rters of Kissc-Soninn have -.tretched theír imagina* 
tton ulniosL to a breaking point: they have twisted the fact; they 
invented incrediblci stories to prove this fiction as a historical 
work: but no sort of iugulery can create history out of nothing. 
These worihies have ereded a Memóriát Pillar ot Sanjan to 
commemorate the gromt humbuít of Kisse ■Sanjnn. They go lo 
Sanjan on yeoriy pilgnraage to reoicmbcr tho good deeds of Jadi 
Rana by moking merriment and onjoying picnics for sevoral daya 
.there. Surely such conduct on the part of the memhera of a 
progresnive community liké thc pRrsí* deserves no suppöft 
at thc hands of alt iho lovera of history and sockcrsof truth, 

NERIOSANG DHAVAL. 

In his artiele callcd n Irnnahab morc than a millcnium old " 
pubhshcd in "Jam-e Jamshcd" of 27-1U '43. Dr. ]. M. Unwnlla 
states regarding thc date of tho consecration of the sacred Fírc- 
Tcmplo at Sanjan and thc pricsts who consccratcd it as under : — 
"According to ati ancestral tradition of the Zoroaxtrtan priesta 
the Zoroastrian refugeea from Irán enthraned immedintetly after 
theír landingon tho soil of India ot Sanjan in a Fi re Ternple caUed 
by tbem " Iransbah " whjoh two Neryosang Dbaval 

and his cousin HoTrnuzdiyar Ramiyar who wore srand sóns of 
Shahpur Shcheny^T, (he broiher of tbc lost unfortunate king 
Yazdcgard III had consecratod in 219 A. Y. in accurdanec with. 
an anctent Zsrjastrion custom prcvalent in SasaftnÍHl period.' 1 
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As Drs. \1imerkji Daver, I lomnijnlinr Mirrfl. Jonished 
Unwala ami .>;l«-r suppofiers nf the imaninnry and sp-uríouí 
hlftory of Kisse-Saiiiiin iofjftt upon thcir own. version inspiteof 115 
falsity having l>cen proved by m.iny n Ic-ímcd scholor of repute, 
I deero n necwsary to moke somé observalions to lenock the 
botlom out of their untruths BO per versioni of fnets- 

Firstly. the date oí conaocrataon u a'iven in nun ictovs oW 
manuseripts quilc clcorly út fifcurea and in letten as Vikram 
Samwu 777 i-e. MO A.Y. 219 A. Y as alieged by Dr. 

UíiwolU (VideMr. J. C Kairók* " Orientál Troasures". pp. 75. 
187. 203.-205 ). 

Secundly, Üie consecrntimi 1I11I ttofl necuf " itnmediately after 
landmg al Sanjon " as nlutad by Dr. Unwolla nnd nttnbuted hy 

Imn to írudition. Tbc tradilion.il dql« ifn dístinclly given in various 
old manuseripts nnd dacumcnls o» Snmvat Vilcramojil year 772 
Le. 85 A.Y. (716 A. D.) n* the d«leof Innding M Sftniftn. which 
Ii fivo ycars befare cho consecmlion. ( Vulo History of Sncred 
Iranslinh Ín Gujarnti by Mr. S. K. í IndiWfllln, pp. 7 — 28: and 
Dr. Unwala* ColleUioii uf Coloplnmt ctc. p. 117). 

Evén tbe Kisse-Sanjon. *u much rclicd on by lcarncd Pütsi 
schulan. liké Dr*. Daver. Mírzu and Unwalla distinctly indicotcs 
ihat a gJid deol of uins cl.jpacd between ibe laixhng. the 
*e!ecti«i of a placc in dia dewri for abode. moking it prosperous, 
lívmii thetem with py ind comfort doíng business nnd ihen the 
lUaÜaa of [ran-^inh- ( Vide couplefa 188-224 of the Kisse- 
Sunjan: and "History oí Iranshoh". p, 74). 

Evcn coininon*cuw: sugiicsts tbc lapse of n conaidcrablc 
period. Dr. Unwullii '■> nrgtimmi oí " Nunu»mauc~ evidence of 
Sossonian K.üig<* construciinu l*irc Templea immeaialciy arter 
occession on thronc " i» »unp!y r íJtuulous, out of pince and 
M.ipplicaUc m the cbbc oí tho refugeös of Ifuni immigrants without 
ony power. 

Dr^ Unwala has Iwro mudc a mess. oonfuaion WorSe GbA* 
founded by trying to vainly uplwld hm fnend Dr, Düvsr whosc 
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nbsurd Shskn theorv ( cO WW SÍ OP af SarnvnL 772) wos tborougbly 
esposed «nd cxploded by my learned friend Mr. Katrak in a 

scriea <>( BflWMaV 

MYTH ABOUT THE CONSECRATOR. 

As regorda the two pric*i* wbo consecraied Irnnslioh oí 
So^ian we do no< finJ Any vrace of thair names m «ny autheniK 
documau orlJ Evsa in Ki»-c*Sanjan no namcs arc men- 

tioocd. It i» »iiinificau: lii ;i i.clbcr íhc Küsc-Sanjan nor iho 
sixteen Sanscni .Shluka* illeged to ha ve bocn composed by 
N eryosang DKav,»| menliona the dote of landing. and nőne givea 
the nanica ni cither of tiic iwo pric-l», tlioufil) cnnsidcrnblc ipacc 
ii given in ib c rCi»»a (caupleLft 195-2241 giving dctaiU about the 
consecration. No niLinuscript» or documents suppon tbc oral 
iradilion thai ihe two Mobedi Neryosnng Dbaval and Hormnzdyar 
Ramiyar weire cousini or ihat they were the grand sons of 
5hohpur 5hebcnor ( the broibcr of Shah Yazdozard III. 

TI ic fnet is thut Nanosang Dhaval who translatca intő 
Sanakrit ilie Yasna. Khurdcli-Aveato ond oihcr Pnliolovi cjid 
Pazaiid texta. und Hormazdior Kamyar were ncar contemporaxies 
and llourishc.l uboui citiht hundred years ago as ao ably proved by 
rVawpa] S. H. HadiwillU üt h Gtivernmcnt Fellő wship Ucture 
delivered by hím at K. K Ctflia Dneiual lustitute in 1925 on 
"The date* of Hornuudior and Ncriosong (Vide Journal, 
K. R. Conia Orientál Ih-ittu-.p Na 8 pp. 85-132). Evén so lale 
a* 233 year* atf> a* noticed írom a document Nenosaog is 
fc?pre«?nted os.irahsUiinf tbc Avesta ín Sanscrít and consecfaling 
tbe Irniuluh. Thu> the ir*a»Ul«jr is ihnűt upon us as tlw 
consecrator t Vide S K. HodiwaUa'* Hiatory oí Iranshah p. 7i ). 
Evén tbc groat Avesta Scholur Sheriani Bharucha hold tlte 
orroneout vtcw 54 yoars afo thai Neriosauig translated Ave»la 
■ Sűii'kni and ■ i ii to the Hindu ktn-s Jadi Rana. 

(V.de " Msberjini nd Akbar" P -599). 

I urai prical* ir<i<:c ilicir acsoanl írom Noriosang Dhaval 
Qírd Hnrmszdi.ir K^nnyur. Nnrngraluiii luits and colophona of 
mnnuscnpu SUppOrl ihw traduioiinl Uelief, but in my opinion this 



Norioflong Dhaval wns tVio famaus translotor and not the suppotea 
consccrntoi of Iraröhah. 

Mr. Rustom B. Paymaster. the lale Porsi chronicler argues 
" there is a aap of ihroe ccnturics in all theac genealogies in 
Mss. ele; and states, "unother Dastur Neriosang translaled 
Awosta inSanskrit " ( Vide " Athornon Nameh ' Introduction p. 5). 
These are strange statementa fmm « Parsi chronicler. But nia 
iirtaíiiiiíitioti knew no nounds. Dr. West speaks of the translator 
NcritfSönfí as an "Indien Porsí Priest.'' Mr. Paymaster calls^ hini 
"Ironi Dastur." The cltmax of these absurditics is reaclied when 
he says ihat Sheheriar, the ao called great grand father of 
Neriosang had alsó comc to India from Irán olong with the 
Khorosani rcfuRcc-a. Thai mcans. as poínted oul by Erved Dara 
S. Dastur Meherjirana in ihe introduction ( p. 78) of his teamed 
book " Notes and Criticisms that Neriosang brushcd ssidc his 
vcncrablc elder and hirnself hecamc '' Dastur " and leader. 
Mr. Paymaster alsó *ays "Neriosang Dhaval and Slmhpur 
Shchariar belenged to two difforcjit pncslly fomihea I" ( Athoman 
Nameh, Introduction p. 5. ) 



As pointed out by Ervad Dara Dastw l Notes and Criti- 
ciams, Introduction p. 76. Footnote no. 146) Dr. Unwolo is not n 
bclicver Ín the tradition of Dastur Neriosang Dhaval of Jadi 
Rana's nme. And yet wrth a view simply to savé tne taces of 
his friends Üke Dra. Manckji Davcr and Hormaidiar Mirza who 
hold Neriosang Dhaval to be the Dasturan Dastur or the first 
Dastur in India, conaecrating Iranshah. Dr. Unwalla in his aforc- 
said arücle pompously advises us to respect ' anccslral tradition 
and quotes his Guru to suit his purpose. Touse his own worde, 
his attitűdé is "hko a peg-top without a pointed nail'", roUmg 
here and there haphaeardly. (Vide Jame Jamshcd, ZÍÜ— 9-43. ) 

I will now speuk of aome uther " ancestrel truditions " 
having; no hasis of truth connected with the ímmigranls from 
Khorasan. 

Brvad Sheriarii in h is seriea of " Collccted Sanakrit wriling^a 
of ihe PaVsia" ( Parti, Profooe; p. 11 J observe*: 
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" The impreaaion ia gcncrul araong our peoplc thai th« great 
Mobed Ncriosmift Dhavul wa» thq_only_ Zoroastrian who had 
translated Avesta and Pahlvi-Pazand texls intő Sanskrit and had 
composed ihe above mentioned Sanskrit Shlokas in order to 
brícfly deseribe the roligion and customs of ihe Parsis to a Hindu 
Raja when they firat alighted on the shore of India, at Sanjun. 

■ It was with a vicw to supporL ihis erroneous tradition about 
Neriosang Dhaval that Dastur AspindiBrji stated in his hook 
" Kacjim Tarikh Pnrsioni Kosár" ( 1826) thatduring thoir 19years 
stay ai Div, after coraing from their native land the Parsis 
acquired a lcnowlodge of the Indián Vernacular and Samkrit 
{p. 126). Div wbs the first placc where Parsisare stipposed to 
have londed, they werc quite strongera, it took them years to 
sottlc- Is it conceivoble they can acquire Sanskrit leaming in the 
midst of numerous dífficulties of unscttlemont 7 Prof. S. H. 
Hodíwalla says in his " Studies in Parsi hístory ( p. 3 ) that 

Aspandiarii has given this információn "on his own authorily/ t , 

Mr, S. fC Hodíwalla says ( Hístory of Iranahah p. 67 ) that " In 
courae of time the Parsis lcornt the Sanskrit longuage current at 
tho time." Mr. R. B. Paymnster in the preface of his tronslatton 
of "Kisse Sunjan" quotes Dr. Sir Jiwanji J. Módi :— 

"K_we adniíL thai there was a Neriosang who consecrated 
the first Fire-Temple at Sanjan. then it appears that this Neriosang 
mu4t be quite a different person from the wellknown Neriosang 
who na ve us the Sanskrit Vcrsions". The worda 'jf^wc admit" 
in the ahova extrnet are significant. Ervad Dara Dastur rightly 
remarks that " the tradition current at present is entirely errone- 
o-us. ( Notes. and Cnticisms : Introduction p. 77. ) Accordíng to hím 
Neriosang must have consecrated the translmh ut uhuut 8(1 years 
of oro: and it must have takon him rnany marty yeara thereafter 
to acquiro n mastory of Sanskrit artd tronalnte thercin the Aycsto 
and Pnhlvi warks. The Kisse-Snniflni devotes 45 coupleto (140-184) 
lOWnrds the deseription of tbc " Dastur " explaining the rcligioos 
customs to the Raja. If Neriosang was such a famous pemonagc, 
why has not his name heen memioned evén for once in the 
Kisseh 7 And why should Parsi scholar* take as true what is 
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untrue now, aTtor three OHNuriea ond » hiilf »fiw ; he mit bor of 
the Kisse SaniM wbo hirmclt ip ptrangejy ailont uboui Neríosang 
Dliaval. the »u colted cnmecraior nf IrniiHluiIi f 

THE 16 5ANSKRIT SHLOKAS. 

Mr. S. K. Hodiwulla wuh a view lo prove tbc coroposmon 
of the !6 Sunikrii Shlokni by Nonomng Dhaval »iotc» in 
"Páni* of AftflaWtt lódít" l Chnp. 9 I thai the auihor of KÜ9e- 
Snnjnn barrowcd somé of hu »ü»toment» front the 16 Sanskrit 
Shlokns. But it is ngreed bv almost all the «-.holnrs thai the** werc 
noi cnmposed althe limc of the Parsis landingin Sanjan. 

The Intő Mr. M. P. Khnrcgbat say* :— " Aa lo thc age of thc 
SMokns, ono can make no dei'mite- asserlusn, savó that thcy were 
knowniowords iKe end f>f ihc I7th century A. D. It ia ptwaible 
that ihcT wce written s^me centunes before: but at presenl there 
appears po reli >und for asserting %n," ( Parsa of Arwient 

India, prcfncc. IV- VI II pp;ond "Collected Snnskrit Wntmgs of the 
Pnrsis," Part VI. preföCfl p. VIII). 

Mr. S. K Hodtwalla belíeves ibcín lo liave bcen compoacd 
in I4th century A. D. [ Vide History of Icanshah p. 64.1 

Thf .i*ic question <if thc Shlaltas smashcs thc niipposed 
authorship of Dastur or Mobed NoriosnitR. From Beverni old 
mnnuscnpu of the Satwkni ShLkas and from *,ime nld diMSurnenU, 
w* find thc uulhor ü> be onc ".Aka Adhyaru or Ako Adbyoru - 
[>r. Unw.íla in hi« pamphlel " A iborl i LWlory of the rcligiaus 
inovemenl of tho Pursis cnlls the authortnlie "o Mobcd named 
Aka Adhyiiru": but thc tvnrd "Adhynru uacd as a common noun 
rneana iiself " priest" or "Mobcd". Mr. Khnreghni thinka Aka 
10 be o Hindu. Mobed Cbando wrote ' Cnonda Prakash in 
Samkrit in 1566 A. D ; ond Dinidaru Bahman translaied the 
"Paiand Ashirwnd" in Sanilcrit, Witb reference to these trana- 
latora and nirthors trvad Shcreriarji *ay» thai "whelhef ihose 
old Parai >S:m>kritisL5 wcro coütcrnpQrariea of cach oilicr or thcy 

flourisbed at diffcreni penod*. mre »uhiect> involvmg a 

areat de*! of resenreb (Vtdc C^llected Sanalcrit writinRa, ' Parti. 
Prefacc.^p. II III h 
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Dr. Unwalo secma lo havo blindly imnated above worda of 
Slieriorji and made a ntcu. when he in hln "Sbort bisLory of 
ihe reÜRioui mavement öf ihe PftTíia " Mi\s (but Aka Adhy*rtl 
ond Chonda werc perbep* í^xitcmporanc* of Ne nőtárs Dhovall 
Hrvod Dara Dastur ha* riühtly pointcd óul this "instaricc of 
[)r. Unwnlu mnking a mc»» Iiy blindly quoliiiK n 'theory' cont- 
rory to his own. Er\-ad Dnro Dastur in hi* "Notes ntid Criii- 
citma" Hűs devntrd a special chapler cnlillcd " CS'eriosang DbuvnL 
oncartwo? O-mposer of thc Sblokas lo be a I luidu ümi. 
( pp. 75-8 1 ), He criticises the attitűd e of the " learoed Parats. who 
dn not wisb to forcsake the vvrong glamour of thc nnme of 
I ) .i.iur Nerionnnn inspiic uf histfirical evidenco to ihc conirnry." 

"PHILOLOCtCAL SURGERY" BY PARSI DOCTORS. 

Mr. R. II. Poymaster iiims "Akn" intő "AHn" ond 
•peaWs of him ns "Mobed A«nl í Kisse Sanjan, Prefocc, p. 12). 
II' Neriosanu Imi] rcally como from Khornsnii with thc iimiiiftrapti 
ai their leader, ,his falhcr'a namc sliould unduubtedly be an 
Iranian name. But " Dhaval" » dikUnclly an Indián MNBfei 
tuat oa "Adhyaru" or "AJIivaryu" is an Indinn name. No 
pbilologist caii dony it. Bu* Pnrsi Doctors of Philology hkc Dr. 
|-(nnnii/dipr Miren want lo inuké us believe ilini Dhavnl " is un 
Irnninn name. the name of the fnther uf Neriosnng front Irnn. 
(Vide his booklet on Iranshnh ). He arguc» llial " Dhnvnl " i^ 
derived from. "Dahyopat" iind quotes Mr, H. T. Anklesana tn 
support of his orgumcnl. Tlieae worth«» nre at liberty lo nllow 
iheir ímaginatton tnrun riot'.but weares<irry for their scholarahip, as 
hy no straicb of imaginalion can " Dahyopal " become "Dhnvwl." 
Besidcs " Dahyopat is not a praper runne. nnme of a pemon. 

iiis in PnhLavi "a leader of a city, vhereas ''Dhiiinl k 
nii Indun praper name used by Parsia aíter ihey cnm* ín cloae 
oontact with iho Hindus lonn nficr their ornvol from Kboraaan. 

The great translotor Neriotang himsclf cnlla him "Ncnoaonjí, 
aon of Dhaval ' in ihe peef ace of hís Sunsknt i-rrsions «i A 
ispd Pahlavi pATand htL. *lfi.^l»íM-4 , UW^ *PW. He used nenhrr 
' F^ad nor 'Mobcd m* ' D.miur ' as bU nppclnlion. (Videp. I 
.uenani'* Sanakril writinga wries. Paris |— | V I. 
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1t follows that ncither Neriognng nor Aka Adhynru can T»e 
said to bave come alang with the immigranta. I will again quotc 
here Ervad Dara Dastur, tlio learned nuthor of "Noics and 
crihcisms ; — 

" Only tho Snnjanaa of Udvada who are descended ltom 
Nuríosnng Dhaval í excepüng those dcsccmlniits Living Ín Surat and 
Navsori) who spread vurious runiours uhout their Aiosli-Behrom. 
laltc pridc for somé time pást m colling, this Indián Parsi priosl 
as Dostur witli a vicw to innlce people beíieve nim us the conse- 
cratoi of the Atash Behram". [Vide, Nntes und CriticismB p. 79.) 
Heréin we find a cluo to the baseless allcgation madc morc iliim 
once by Dr. Mirza m his hooktet on '"Iranshah" and by the name- 
less '* M. D. ", its reviewer. tinit I hald sume "secret ulterior 
motive" {hatfíi itetoo) in my articles peoving the falsity of Kisse 
Sanjan. Any man with coromon sense will atonce perceive 
whether the learned Doctor with his "prieslly satellites " hold 
such ulterior motives or 1. 

Prof. Hodiwala wbo spent his Iife time an n critícal study 
of Parsi history reád somé learned popers. years ngo. at the 
Society for maktng Researches Ín ZoroBS>trianisrn, about this Kisse 
of Samun. The learned president Mr. M, P. Khnrcghat hod 
lenned thom as "full of Icarning and cvidential proafs. (Vide. the 

Society's Report. 1941 p. 91). And yel Dr. M. B. Daver who 

cndoavoured to pro ve the hisioncity not only of the Kissa but 
alsó of Dastur Aspandíarji s dates given in his book on Kahiseh 
referred to above. termed nt sonie of the meelínga of the above 
Bociety in 1943. sonie of Prof. Hodiwala' & arguments as " wild 
and unwarranied conjecturea. " He went further and styled the 
Professor's arguments about the traditional lundíng datc at Sanjan 
as " Philological surgery • Dr. Davar had not ihe morál courage 
to say so to Prof. Hodiwala when he road the papers at the 
soeiety where he (the doctor). wos present. Regardiiig Dr. Davar's 
" Unwarrontcd " attack on Prof. HodiwaJa I will here quolc wlíat 
my friend Mr. J. C. Katrak stated in an artiele in tho Press 
Mumbai Vartmsnof 5-6-'4Ü) : — 
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" 1 ossure my learned friend that neither Prof. Hodiwala nor 

y student from omongst us who do not possess the doctorato 

degree can at oll perfopm " Philological nurgery." Historical or 

' Philological Surgery', or evőn 'Murdcr' can with case und 

ímmunity be performed by thosc doctors only who would vaínly 

alternpt to prove "Samvat era" ns " Shaka cra". No further coro- 

ments arc necessary from me. 

• 

As a guest of Dr. Davar at the above Socicty's meet- 

ing, I noticed. I nrn constroined to state, that somc of mir Parsi 

scholJm. considered to he "big ones.' are taelüug not only Í5 SOund 

scholarship but in gcntlcmnnliuess. My abovo rcmarka obout 

Parsi scholarship are coníirmed by no less on outhority than the 

President of the Elevenih AH India Oricnta! Conference held ot 

Hyderabad. Deccan. in December 1941. Mr. G. Yezdani U.B-E-, 

the Conference President in his Presidcntial nddress rcad on 20th 

December 1941 thus made tbc stern yel too true remarks obout 

Parsi scholarship : — 

" Aa regards ibe study of Iráni ansubjecta it maybe poinied 
out for the information of the institutions concerned that accord- 
íng to cornpetent outboritics the works publishedin recent yeare 
betroy a nurrowness of vision and lacfe of sciontífic methods parti- 
cularly on philological grounds." (Vide the Presidentinl Addreaa, 
P. 15). Somuchfor the schularahip of the supporters of the spuri- 
ous history of the Kíhsc -Sanjan. n úí --- 

Dastur Aspandiar Kamdin. Ín his " Kadim Tarikh-i-Parsioni 
Kasar" published irt 1826. first incaTporated the 16 Sanskrit ' 
Shlokas s-aíd to have beencomposed hy Neriosang Dhaval. It will 
be interesting to cite here the opinion of die distínguished sehol ar. 
Reverend Dr. A. Fubrcr about the above mentioned book. 

" Tbeso Shlokns, in whích ihe learned Dastur cxplaincd the 
Mazdyasnian Religion to King Jadí Róna of Sanjon. form ihe oldest 
documentn relating to the Parsis in India, and it is much to be 
r c.gretted that the Sansknt texi as iound in all the manuseripts at 
nry disposal is very corrupt. 
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The Sanaknt text pujMished ín Gujaroii charecler* Uy Aspan- 
tliam Kimdmii of Hroach in his " «3dim Tarikh Parsioni Kawr, 
Surat ( pp- 129-146) ■» not worthy of being looked n\'\ (Bombay 
Branch Royal Asiane Society Journal, Vol. 16, p. 84.) 

Mr. Shapurii K- Hodiwala in tbc prefnec of hi» "Porai* 
of Aiteieul India" wnlcs: "The oldesl monuscripl known whicb 
eontains onlyilie fifsl two Shlokns wa* wrilton betwccii 1054 nnd 
nnd 1694. Other mantiscrlpb contalntng all ihc líxteon Slilnkns 
■re of the 18tli century t» Uicr, und surne of ihcm givo ihu nome 
nt ihc author □• Aka Dluiru or Ako Adhyaru-'' 

Kissc-Sanjan wui wnlten in 1599 and lbn 16 Shlokas arc 
said to have been coniposed al a laté period. If we Lear in> mind 
tlic above facts, it become* cvident ihat the autncndcilv of liOln 
of them í* of j doubtful üuitmicr. I om inclincd to guesa thai 
kuuwing full wcll ilic buscScssncss of Kiaac- Sanjan, »oniebody 
mighl liave ihought ihot the cpisodea deamhed ihcrain wilhout 
niiy foundaüon would be quostionod in ftiturc. und In ftafeguard 
iho baAele** Kisse he miftht have compo&ed iho 16 Sanskrit 
Shbkas. or g>>t tbcm composed by somé Hindu knowing Samknt 
latigiiHge. Theae Shlukas werc evidently compoaed to tupply 
ftomc basa to tbc wild and nmuginary slory of Sanjan and ibeír 
itrigm waa. alUiímleJ U» Neriiwaiig Dnaval, the »o called íöftW- 

Cfalor of Iranshah. Mony n priest of variouft rcligions h« some- 
lime or other reaorted lo such quesúonablc methods to impress 
their importance upon tho laymon of their sect ; and il is probablc 
tho saine practicc wns followcd by Mobed Bnhmon kmKobod 
und his bruther prifttcL No tnan with common senao. inuch less 
a ocholar can accept mich a jmt-up story ns hislorical onc; and 
yet 1 om sorry to *ay ihcre arc leamed Pariin wilh Pb U. 
degrees comtng forward to waiw tbeir cnergie* in nmkmg vain 
and ridiculous attempu lo prove tbc iusloricity of ihé Laaeless 
story of Sanjan. 

PRÍEST ACAINST PRIEST. 

Tbeauthorof Kisse Sanjan hai distinclly slnted ihol tbe 
KLioraaonia lefl Üicir pruvincc und hid 1UÜ yenrs in rCohiatan afltfr 



the .lefent of Yaxdegerd in 641. Pnfllur Aspandmni Knmdin, 
onWtMOl Dr. Manekji Dami retteaiO much for ihe dalén, give» 
u» a vemion rnore absurd ond itrotcsquc than ihat of Kúaa 
Sanjan. trvad Kabaoi in his Irantiution of trie tCisac has pointed 
out Ihat Daiiur Aspandiarit " hos whtlcn mcorrectly and initKuided 

ibe Zun>n»triuns with a view lo clatm aupport for hi» Knbiach 
ilieory. Hia oates are so ianciíul und rrreconciiable wiib commim 
»eiAe and histoncal dala, For exaniple. he Muys tbat the KIkhmi- 
iohí ZorooBtrinns werc proficicnt in Astrolngy and b*W many 
mony yoars before tbe batilc oí Nclmvnnd. from Z.uid Avealo 
and jamaapi. of tbc downfall of Irón by the Arabs, and t herei ore 
ihey lelt Khorosan with ' Alat ' ofreligion and all books during 
tbc Pfliin of Sbnh Khushro Parvis wben lran's glory was ni m 
aenah, and remained hidden tor 100 yeara awaiiing the deteot of 
Yazdezani I Nevor before woa tbc history of Irán perverted m 
"uch n shnmclcbh manner. 

Pr.»f. Hodiwalo giving the " renson for all tnis pateb-work " 
on the pari of Aspandiorji. rcmarka thai tbe " Daslur wunted lo get 
ihc iraditional datc for larxlinK wt .Sanjan viz. Samvat 772 C 85 A. Y. 
and 716 A. D.) fitted intő the Kisse accounl of 100 ycan. fa 
Kohiatait and 15 and 19 year* in H urm uz und Di v. So he " prewcd 
Z.ind Aveata and Jamospi intő hu servicc." ( Vide, Studies in 
Parsi Haiory. pp. 4-5). 

The iroditíonol datc of Inc consecralíon of tbe firsl Fire 
Ttmak ai Saninn Vix. Samvat 777 ( 721 A. D. J is doscrilied by 
rruf. Hodiwuln as " notliing niurt- i|i,m B conjcciure, u tyrrolary 
of th(» bluJidcred figure ( i. e. 772 ) fur tho landíng. As Bnluiinn 
liimielf ii absolutely silcnl nbout tbc period that intcrveneJ 
between the orrival of ihe refugeea and tbc consecraiion of dw 
FircTeipplc. ond menchy tays ihat onc dny the Dastur waitcd 
upon the Raja for pcrmission lo huild an Atasb Bebram; il was 
■••Wnod tbat many years had. noi clapsed. Perhops il waa tltougbt 
by the doaaatort ■ matier of lilial duty nlso lo believe thai their 
°«»out ancoiors had noi allowod an unduly long inten-al lo naaa 
before fulfillmg ihc vow, wliuh ihey hud mede in [their inur a| 
irotihle. Five yenrs werc consctiueutly token to be sufficicnl for 
lírcjmnittons" {Studies in Purni Miatory, p. 5.) 
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Vanous datcs arc given by dif f erent wnlers for the landing 
« Sanjan a* suited to their fancios s 716. 798. 839. 850. 905 AD. 
Sornc wntera bol.evc thesc years of Vikram Samvrt, wh.Le 
ulhers call them tbc Shaka years. These traail.anal dnte*. as 
Prof. Hodiwala rightly retnarki "ere still quot*d >»* P .te oi 
manifald contredictions and inconsistencics. with en almost un- 
rcasoning confidence. by meny otbcrwise well infomned persona, 
( Vidc. Studiea in Parsi History, P. I. ) 

As 1 havc already said, nurncroua vain attempis are made lo 

provc Jadi Rana to be V«ad Dev. Vijayuditya. Vinayaditya etc. 

but novEeTe in SThW history we M mention of Jedi Rana. 

( Vide Dr. A. S, Allekar's article. ' The SuharaaoF Western Ind.". 

in the Indián Culiurc. Val U No. 3, pp. 39^34 >. Mr S- K. 

Hodiwala in his enthusiosm to provc the ewstencc oi Jadi Kana. 

rcferred this malter lo that learned Sanskril Scholar the íme hit 

Ramkrishna G. Bhandarkar, who in hu aiwwer dated 29th Ocl. 

1917 poured cold waler ovcr the cnthusiasm of the learned Porai 

acholar. Evén Sir R. G. Bhandarkar was conatraincd to atate that 

"the evidonce for determining what the namc was of tbc Chalukye 

Prince, who reccived the Pania at Navsori U. meagrt. The 

Kisse Sanjan was wrítten according lo you, about 900 years after 

the cvent which it reports- And it ír quite pomiblc that facts 

belonging to Jifferent periods or different conditions of things were 

jumblcdiogctherinthc uadition reporied by tbc .auihor of ihe 

woric. AndcomparingthcdatMasaivcnin early history uf the 

Decean. 1 ihink it nt* unlikcly that the Prince who admitted the 

Parais was Jayashraya.ítbe sucecssor of Sbryasrya and second 

, son of Jayasimhavwam to whom the Lata Provincc was allottcd 

by Vikramaditya. 

Thialcnerolso cooclusively gow agaaul the narrative of the 
Kissa, as the Kiss* apeaka of a J*3i Rana giving ahelter to 
the Pars.s at Sanjan. while Sir Ramkríahna refers tú Pfincc 
of Chaiukya Dynasty raceiving the Pareis ai Havaan ; and even 
for t.i» tho eviciuiiGC is meagre. After wandering in all the wiUicr- 
i.eas. Prof. Hodiwaln was forced'to atate thai " ihe soorcr we 
rclegaiethewj ligures ai Üiey now arc to the Umbo of cxpUed 



31 






errors. the hetter for tho early reconatruction on n eound critical 
besis of our history. ..Our ignoranco of early Parti history in 
thia country is almost as dense as it was fifty years ago " ( Studies 
irt Pftrti History, p. 16 J I go a step furiber. and soy thai unleaa 
the Parai avliularn cast nwoy the haselcsa Kisíe Sonian in the 
deap water of tlie Indián Ocean, there is no hope of any recona- 
truction of the Porsi history. 

SÍNDAN OR SANJAN ? 

Somé Porsi writera havc tried to idenliiy Sindan with 
modern Sanjan. Ahmed Ibn Yaliiyu known as Biladhurú metiticms 
ín " Futuh ni Bnldan " thnt Fazal londed Bn army ot Sindan. and 
copturcd it in 816 during the reign of Khalif Marnvin- Beforc that, 
in 802. Mullan Mansur had sacked Sindan and eslohlished 
Mohmadnn Rulo there. Thcee Mtíslem Rulere had hűik a 
Jarac Mosque in Sindan. |f osaomcof the Parai wrilers support- 
ing the Kisse. Sonjan want U9 W belicvo that there wa* a big 
Kingdom with its capitnl at Sanjan under the Hindu Kuigs, what 
# should wc tbinkof the Moslein invasion of Sindonin 802 and 816? 
Did the Hindu King rétire lo somé jungle. or díd ha toké 
refuge in the mo un tain of Bahrot. with the brovo Khorasanis. who 
though only 1400 wero ahle to defeat the big army of 30,000 led 
by Alef Khan ? Evőn to-day the viílogo is largely populatcd by 
Mnslems. and as it is bistorically proved that Sindan was under 
«* ruie of ihc MosEoms belween 802 to 833. «w more noil is 
thrust in the coffin of the apurioua Kisseh. 

THE SO CALLED BATTLE OF SANJAN. 

Kisse Sanjan gn-cs a graphic occount of the first battle of 
fanján ícouplela 247-314). AleF Khan had an army of "30000 
Uorsernen. all brove and noted warriors" {Couploi. 256). The 
Khorasnnis. who werc dÍMim-od by Jadi Rana 500 or 700 ycars 
before-. alonca revived their mortial spirit. rcarmed tbcmsclvcs 
and collectmg an army of a merc handful of 1400. morched against 
the tnva.lers. Keflarding ihis baLtlc our outhor say K: "Suddenlv 
there was n rout in the Hindu ránk*. so that no one could recogn.se 
one unother in ilie encounter. Then o devout laymoi. o-f lli t 
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good faith Miki to hi» comrodea : "I do noi lohold any of ihc 
Hindu friemda eithcr in front oe rear, The II indus hn ve run owoy 
írom thc boltié fie-ld, and excepl ihe BchJin* m> one has remoined 
tbere. Öb dear fncnds, tbis. is ihe tinié of íigbl. ti U necessnry 
to go imo ihe ronks Üke Lioro" íCouplcu. 286^289 í. 

Lieut. Col. M. S. Iram comrncnting upon tbis grotcsijuc 
deacription of the battle os laid down in the Kisse Sanjan miyg 
that " ihc whole dcscnpűon of the fight i* qpila childish and is 
very poor imttstion of mony a battle dcseribed in " Shahnarnab - 
Ttus fir»t battle of Sanian l«»lcd for thrce days end ihrec 
nighta. ittsi lilte ihc battle of Kadesin, tbc lirst great enfiÖgcmeM 
between ihe Arubs nmJ ihc Iramni*. " l Vidc iho 5w«ry of 
Sanjan, p. 72). 

In thc second balt le the Khorasants wcre defenlcd by the 
Moslcms andthcir londcr Ardenhír nnd thc then Hindu Kain the 
descendont of Jadi Rpna. wcre killrd, und tbc Moslems beenmc 
ibe conqucrora oí Sanjan. The slory of Sanian is complctely 
sileni os to what bnppcned after tbc űd" Sonjan afmy Ond 

the de«h áf the Himlu Roia. 

1* il cver conccivable ihol on ormy of 90000 "brnve and 
renowncd cbosen horeemen* waa routed by A mere bandful of 
1400 Khorasanu ? And ír it iwl evcn mórt strandé to find the 
Hindu nlhesof the Panna rurming nwey Uke cowards frotn the 
bottleíield? Can any aiudeni o? Rajput l.iMury. can any school 
boy believc sucb an obsurd slory? Is u no* an uuult \o tbc 
renowned bravery, úraoití in bisiory of the Rajput* 7 !• « noi 
a groaa inault of thc dcscendnnt* of Jndi Ranu wbo so genei 
gave ehelter and protection to the belpleal refugera? l'-vidcnlly 
diu p«rt of the Kiese-Sanian » alsó wifounded liké- oihcr tmagl- 
nary epísodes alreody rocntioned in tbis poper. 

Before the baltié of Sanjaii,- iiccording 10 Kisse -San mn- when 
ihc nowi of thc coming invasian of Moslein* roached Siiiuoii. nno 
tbc king sougbt ilie belp of tbc Khom- as taken 

andnnarmy of nble bodiccl Parii aoldicia imaa crwiad How 

Khorasani* nurvived nflcr llic sack of Stiiijan 
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we do not Itnow, nor tlie nuthor of tlic Kiuc tWigbi h wortliwhilr 
to rocard. The Kuse nnly says ihat efier the yictory of Mu*Jm». 
the reraaining Pars» fjeil wtih ih»p #ű<rcd Firc to tlte "mounlftin 
of Babrot ín I ImJ " which is a small bili nbout eigbi or nine milea 
frí.m Sanjon, Here they lived for 12 years lo hide ificni^cKc 
from ihe Mos3ems. The sutbor han nrat mentionrd ibc luimbír 

uf 4>c retugec* in this mountnin, nor bow they maneged (o fűid the 
ineans of liveluiood. or uhtaín naceuory supplica of Food ond 
wator. Aítep üpendins 12 years in biding, Üke tdo Pnndava uf 
Mababborut poriod they left the placc and morcbed to Bansoda 
tilualcd m. (he nortb of Snninxi. 

Aípnndinfji makes rvo refefeTice of biding in tbc mountam 
of Babról. He says Irnn^hnh wos aent to Bansrln junglca beforo 
iho batile with Moslcini. Thi« ínnovation by Aspandinrii. 
contradicting the Kisse •laiemcnt. may be termed either 
misleading; or. if we helieve it to be »rue. it bringa the vbnle 
Kiaaab intn ridiculc. 

THE SACRED ALAT. 

Tlw Kisse says thc Kborasants bad brougbl witb ihem from 
Irnn the "Alot" that i* holy religinus requiaite* lilce hull"* 
urine. asbes. white bull's haír. necesurv for ibe cofisccrelion of 
n Fire Templa- Wiib <\%,% "Alal" they comecrelcd Iramhab 
•il Sanian. Aspandutni alw> refer* lo thc refusec* leovin* 
Khorsean witb "Alal" and tbc saOred boobs. we know noi 
which. Tliew refugeca hod come by aea roule to India ; ami 
nccording to an "anccstral trodittoti ". 'Alat' broufihl by sca 
necomes usclcss. Tlie que*ik»n. thrrefore, naiur>Uy arises : « 

! i Dnberam consecrated wiib such CMidemnetl 'Alat' 
n|»o duHccrnied. if we ore to treat ihe Kisieh stnry (in true. 

Inere is no menbon of any Samun hoiilc in %ucb well known 
oiMnncal works bkc Tonkha Fcrcsbie. Tnbakknt-í-Akban. 
Mirat-i Slirfidahetc Pmf. Hodiwolo olso seys m his 'Sludiet m 
PaniHistory' (p. 3í ihat " the soele of Sanjon may with trutb be 
'■alléd ihe sinndjnji punU of Par*> History". Col. Ir^ni r&lb it 
"•« duldiili and ronnifcaily i Vide Siorv 

P- 77 >. 
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li i* beyondl ona's eomprchemion how the refugees with the 
vicnl Ftre remained unnoticcd. and unmoiesred ni Bahrni f ■ .r \l 
yeuni by thc conqucrcra who had overrun ull tb«c arcos. It 
Dahyownfl'' Changa, son of Am wlto brought Iranahah te 
NbvMVÍ fru-ii Banadn. Here in couplct 374 uF thc Kiaseh, 
' {^anyovod* (Pohlnvi ' Dnhvopat' ). OH* ff * Devni or Inc 

leader of lhe city " 11 clearly uaed o* an epuhel as noted ■IfOWB. 
And yel Dr. Mirj:n tind Mr. Bchramgor tlinal. we nre nuch fools 
oh to accept their cxplanationa mnking Dnhyopni o proper nnuti. 
uamo of NcTÍo»*na'* father, Dhaval. Theae nre days of bomba; 
MM U El rin wruitiicr if wo haye- to face sucn " BotiloailS- Dombs 
und Bombshclli " frora Buch Doctors. A Pcraian proverh iavs: 
1 Nuii Haitim Kliatra Jon* iiioorung, n quack doctor 11 a 
darujerovn pervon. 

TENA-THE CENTRAL PARSI COLONY 

In thc aamc alroin as Dr. J. N. Unwolln speoks of Ironshah 
morc thaii "a inillemum alti" ibo author uf ibc Kisse (C. 9697) 
•poaluiig about the dawnfnll of Iram nnd itv religion after 
Ynidcgard III aayv. wben a ihouvand yeara passod ofter Zor- 
thualr.i. the tme religion coine to an cuds. Hp nlso oKriboi one 
nnllenium for the flood religinn. Sucb hiainriciil lopaea on ihe 
part of ignomnt Mobed writerv of I6th and I7th centurice moy be 
pardnned. Bot whal vbouH we think of out 20ih century doctors 
f«fn Hcidelbcrg: and Berlin who try to evoWe the Hiatnry of 
Porain out oí a haaelcM and imagmary •tory vrittw Wítn aome 
ullcnor m)tivo on the atrength uf orol slnteiiicnts of un unnomed 
■ikJ unknown priett? 

Tiie il date víe. 1419 A- D. af Íj ringing Alash Bcbram 

t . Nivsari i-istcnt witb historical dnta. Chnngn Aihn who 

in Biipposcd to hove brought tbc Iranahah from Bansdo In Nnvaari 
may nol heve |>cen cven born in this yaaf. From the wcírd 
"Thiumk" Prof. Ilodiwala argues Iranshnh was tnken lo Tbflff» 
In SíUette Diatríct. But wo knuiw from htatory that ainc* the 
e«tnhliahment of the inde penderít Kingdom of Gujnrot hy 
Muxnffer I ( I4'I7 1410) tbn territoriea of Thana förmed part- of 
hii Kingdom nll Í429 when a Bahamnni gencrnl of tlw Dcccan 
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eiptured it. but H w&i 'rcloken by Alitned I (1410-1442). Thc 
Parsa who ll.»d suflerc.I vo muci) at thc liands of ihr M»«!citui 
ŰOtlU not have ovon thaughl of going to Thana witli tlicir vacred 
Kire, which they wanted to preturve at nny eo»t 

The faií i* it must \jo "TENA aiid not Thana to which 
be isered Firc i* ataicd to have been token duo to somé ulamity. 
Tana ia rcfcrrcl i<> in many documenis aa " Tcnah or "Tnneh . 
Snitc the beginning of tlic sevenlli century Lhe Ar«bt» were 
•iitocking variou* porta ui tbe Öay i»f Cumbay. Thcy nttocked 
Cambay iti 656. Bmich in 750. the porta uf Kathiawur in 758 and 
778 and Stndan Iprobably «i tűnted on thccoaat of Cutcb | in 830. 
Wa have seen liefore, ihat in nlt thc above mentioned plutea there 
werc arnall or Uig Puraí atotea nnd íottlciuents uf Sossamun 
ongin. Tha Arab* naiurally owíng lö ibetf enmily with the 
Iramán Zomiavirmna madc ihe« pUcct llicir targett uf attacks. 
I m aiao inchncd ij Keltöve tinit thoo Arabs werc afraíd of 
going lo thc Islond of Pirmn which waa then the heud quartera 
<•{ tlic pímics; and therefurc üicy attooked lhe piaccá with rarsi 
population bctwcm lhe River Tapu and Nnrbuda. It ia puaaiblc 
ihey atlacked the port ofTctui whicb wai then in a flouriahing 
conditHXi; ond after UiuIhvk on the shorc cuptured lhe lown of 
írbhodhan". Tlie di»ttince hetwcer> the two is about four milcs. 
Tbc Utter t-cven nowo prodomiftanily Moslem town. There is 
no dttibl aboui Tcna being onc of tbc principol P«r*i Colonicv 
from anciciit tknoa. Tha aeven «jld Dokhmas [Towcr, of Silcucv) 
oí thin lown. in Olpad Taluku ki Surnt Distncl. fcetween ihe 
Rivt-r Topli and Nurbmla. now utterly in ruins heur Icatimony 
to a large £oroa»lrÍHii population in Tci.j lőni; hifiire tho 
Khorasanta came to India- 

APahlav. hk. wntten in 691 A. Y,. 1377 San.vDt.U32l A. l» 

hy the famoua »inhe Metwrwnn Kaikhudiru. an irnni prieat waa 

writscii nt ti Fire-Ternplo ni Tcna. The Pahlavi ond Sanskril 

>jhonsol ' bo»r tcatimofiy lo un-.. It is stnted ihcrcin 

thai 'Tanak' or Tena wat imittloii on tho "Sborc uf ;hc ícj . 
11n« mak-c*" il clear lhe city Thana cannot be tkie Thnna of 
linmbny. ainoa Taana neu Bombay i* aitiiotcJ on the nver 
ti»s&cin. 
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Old Arab Geographers liké Al Biruni. Masudi. Idrisi and 
Abdul Fida clcarly mention Ín their writings that " Taneh " wni 
aitunled on tho sca shorc. Masudi by implieatiun piaccá Tanch 
within tbc doaiinions of Balharo (Vollabhi) rulcrs. 

(Vido, Dastur Jamaípji'a Puhlovi Texts. port II, Inlrod., 
pp. 4-8: Prof. S. II. Hüdiwala'a ' Studies in Parsi History,' pp.- 
118-133: Elliolt and Dowson's History of India, Vol. I pp! 60, 

61, 66.67, 89. 358). 

Bringing this discusaion to a close 1 un tempted lo quötc no 
less an. authority than tbc world renowned Russian scholnr K. 
Inostranuev, rcgarding. ihe spurious nalurc of the Kisae Sanjan. 
In his artiele, entitled "Tbe Emigration of the Parsis to India 
and! the Musaalman world in the middle of the 8th century 
(pubhshed in the Journal of K- R. Cama Orientál Institute No. 1, 
1922. pp. 33-70) the grc&l Russian Suvant says:— "This Work 
camiul howevcr be considered a historacol monument of the 
wrillen literature of the Parsis in tho exact sense of the word. 
As far as itsouter form iscoiicerned it ccrlainly Íb relotod to thr 
commun lype of Parsi Poeticái Works. Vet it owes its conlents 
undoubledly, almost enürely. to the ■vcrbol trodiúon of the P"r?i 
oommunity.— ..Ithadlo. be pointed out that the Quissc-i-Sanjan 
Was writton ;vcry hitely, and its author Bahnian Bin Koikobad Bin 
Hormazdyar rcpcatedly potnts out ihat his narrative ia based on 
ancient traditions- (ZeGofte Mubadan). 

" The author of the Quisse-i-Sonjun particularly notes. as might 
be expected eonstdering the generál cultural condiliona and tho 
character of the tradition his chief authority as " írom the worda 
of the Mübeda", 



" In the pre-Muasfllmon epoch. Persiafl Magi had founded 
in India a tcmplc of the Sun. Shorlly Écfore the appearancc of 
Islam. Yerncn had boen conquered by the Sassanians. In soulh 
Eaatcm Arábia, a considorable part of the populaüon odhcr<--J to 
the faitk of Zorooster. Fron that diatrict wbich wás closely 
oonnecied geographicai ly wiih Indián liltoral. immigrouort iniglii have 

cded auicc very remotc timea by tho wuy of the sco. Nbt- 
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rating nhout tho crniquest of Kcrman in the middlc of the 7ih 
century Balazuri *ay 9 ;— ' Mony of the inhabitants of Kcrman took 
to flight. somé sailed in ships Lownrds the sea, otbers directed 
themaelvcs to Mekran, others ogain to Sagistsn"; Those who 
sailed in ships. could have gone only to India. Mekran was already 
a hulf Indián countrv, and tlione who were ablo to reach the 
shores bl* the Indus had no difficulty ín penetrating lo the 
western Coaat. We aro thus in poss-cssian of indications of Parsi 
emigration lo India hefore tho date given by Ouísse-Í -Sanjan", 

I have quoted the great Russian authority at somé lenglh in 
ordor to show that 1 am not actuated by somc ulierior motive, as 
ulteged more ihan once by my eritics. My only ohject wos, 
and is. to f ind out the truth. And all thoso who carc for truth, 
and nothing but the truth will easily be convsnced from authentic 
hiatorical proofa citod in the paper, that the Kisse Sanjan is a 
palpable fidschood. and a hisloncal hoax ' as my friend Lieut. 
Col. Iráni rightly prefers to call it. 

KISSE-SANJAM-FALSE FROM BEGINNING TO END. 

In fhia cssay I have attempted to prove the falsily of Üie 
SO-called Porai I liatory contained in tlie Kisse Sanjan froro 
beginning %q the cnJ, 1 have proved occording lo my light that 
ihe prediction sóid lo be made in Avesta about the destructitm of 
the religion is falsé, thai the narrative about the flight of Khora- 
sonis 13 without foundation, as they had no cause lo lcave their 
Motherland liko cowards und com<s to India to seek shelter. that 
ihere werc indepondecit Zoroostrian colooies in Indie right upto 
tho time uf the defeat of Shah YazdczaTd in 64 I. that tho story 
of loaving Div after 19 yeors and then scttling at Sanjan by the 
grace of Jodí Rana has no bnsis whatsoever, that Jadi Róna tlie 
^upposed King of Sanjan and his Kíngdorn werc iiover in csxisience. 
ihat the coraecration of Iranshah. the first Ataah Behram built 
oy the KhoraBanis in on area of 3 furaangs in irnnginary, ihat tho 
two batdes of Sanjan. in which mere handfu] of Parsia, dia-irmed 
fiuo or Mvcn liundred years hefore, defeated the large arrny of 
seasoned aoidiors is purely a myih; ihat the lale of hidmg jn the 
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Hiti of Bahrot wilh tbc Mered Firc is a humbug. In *horu all 
the cvonií doacriUcd in the Knw Sanjnn heve becn exammed 
in iho ligru of hielorical dala and faund lo be cnlircly spuriom.. 
falsé and hnselesa- 

In concluaion niy only praynr lo Almighty Ahurmaida is ihnt 
Homay ne plcased to throw Heht <in iho dfinae and dunco mindi 
of our »o calíed acholars »o lkai the tru* hi*lory <if ikc Wofd- 
faroous Porti community mny acrj ihe Mii of úie tUy ; and we 
ihe Pania. owing lo our intimoiive prchiatoric connectiona with une 
öharal Varaké or Arya Varia may again he able lo become 
pioneera in ihis hoary land at wc 'Xicc undouhtedly werc. Arnen. 
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•■KISSEH-1- SANJAN" 
OR 

"The supposcd LandinS oí the Parsis In Sanjan." 



{Pal/tistmi in ihc issucs of the Parsi Weckly " Rafftcstnr," frcm 
2tst December 194/ lo Bth February 1942). 



h nppcars írom aome tradilional nccounts that oftcr thc 
daath "of thc iast Sasaaninn Emperor Ynzdegard Sheriar. se ve ml 
halcliesol Iránion Poraisdue to persecution and oppreasiön öt the 
hatidsnf thcir Arau rulors, leit tlscir luolhcr-country Irán and canac 
by aca to India. The date when ihc Parms first laiidcd ond the 
pince wherc they firat seiiled. arc coniroversial points end have 
Jütbeen definitely pro ved öven upto tho present doy by ony of ihe 
Pilisi. Hindu or tiuropcaci schulűrs írom any rcliablc history, 
docum-ent or manuscript> 

From historical rcGords wc oiwrve ihat the losi Sassanion 
Emperor Yazdegord Sherior. had ruted frorn 632 A. D. to 651 A. D., 
and ihat the battte of Nahavand which portially braught an end 
of Üie Sassanian mle. was fought m thc year 641 A- D. we alsó 
nnticc fmm thc hisroricfll rrcnrds that íiftcr hm defenr. Ynzdcgard 
hnd ronmed ahout in Irán from place to placc ond was in the 
end rnurdored in the year 651 A. U. 

Difícrcnt versiona about the londíng of the P#r«9 oro given 
hy difforent writers, somé of which 1 give below : — 

(a) KiBseh-i -Sanjan states that the Parsis first landed at Diu; 

(b) According lo ihc Gujarati memorandum ihe Irnniun 
Parsis 1 rom Khorasan landed at Sanjan ; 

(c) Rcv. Henry Lord, who was at Sural in 1021 At D,. m 
his book " The DLscovery of the Banyans and ihe 
Parsees' gives an accouni of tho exodus, as he had ticord 
Irona an Andniaru Iricnd of his. He states that the 
Pnre-ís left Ja&qucs (a placc in the Pcr&ian GulfJ ín 
7 junta, ond five of tbcse jnnks touchcd Suniarí ond ihc 
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occupanl* Iftndccl al fsavsari with Inc permissinn of the 
Kaja. The remainiiiR junk.s tmiched Variov and 
Cambay und ihe occupímis got ihem&elvcji wttlcd in 
V^riiiv and Cnmbny (Khambnt): 

(d) Sír T. Herbert, n weli-known iraveller ard riuihrtr, 
who had come to India in 1626 A. D. wrotc "Intő Indin 
these Páráin came in five junk* from Josques, steiling 
to Surnl. when after trenty wiin Inc Rujias and Bannyans, 
thoy got Ica ve to plánt ; " 

(e) Nicolao Manucci, a Venetian trpvcllcr wrole in 

1656 A. D,: — "When the Mohntnednn religion fírat 
xot intő Pcrsio, the King tried to forcc theni ( tlie Porsis ) 
to beconic Mahnmcdnns. For this reoson, they sent an 
embossy lo Lbe Hindu Prince of Surat, osking htm to 
grant them permíssion to emigrate intő that country 
with their fomüies." 

It will bo observed from the abovo accounts that they are 
of almost the stmie generntion a& that of the Kispeh-i-Sunjon in 
1600 A, D. The nbove accounts olgo difíer to a great cxtcnl es 
regards the pince oí londíng. 

Now lel us toké up "Kissen-i-Sanjan" which is supposed lo 
ha ve becn composed in Pcrsion by Mobed Bchmon Kaikoliud 
San janit in 1600 A. D., thai is, nearly 900 years af ter tlie üdvén l of 
the rarsis in India. 

It is rather surprising lo find that 900 years aíter ihe supposed 
londíng of the Parsís, such an account as "Kisseh-Í-Sanjan" simuld 
see ihe lighi of ihe day. and ihol too without any proof from 
somc diKumenta or manuscripls. Onewould thercforc bcsilote to 
nccept nll that is contained in the KiMeh-i-Sunjmi, morc espe- 
cially when one take5 inlo coiiBideraüon lbe lapsv ol such ö long 
period as 900 years nfter tho eventy and thai too given fmin 
aome mythologícal or Iraditionol story. which in coursc of lime 
must haveeerlainly trtinted and perverted the whole híatary of th« 
suppoacd londíng of the Pursis in Sanjnn. 
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Ervad Jaumhcdji Dadabhni Nndcndinh, L. C. E„ ü pupil nf 
the Laté K. R. Caoin and nit indefatigoble studentof tranian aubjects, 
hod reád boforc the Third Zoroastrian Conference, his Paper on 
" Kisseh-i-Saniao ' ( in Gujraü J Ín which he said: — 

" r^ fll- -o- ^iaale reliable history has been written of the 
Zoroastrian commumty ofter Uio cxtenninotíon of the Sassanian 
Empire. In the abencc of such a history the Parni* believe 
without aecortaining: the truth, n Uisönh Clegend) written three 
ccni^uriea ago ( ín 1599 A. 0. ) as o history of tbcír advent to and 
Bettlement in India: but by our present historical knowledge 
derivedfrom oiher sources we find this kissah \Iegend) to bo 
wholly fictitious. 

"In the said legend, written down in the beginning of. A. Y. 
969 (A. C. 1599) by Mobed 3ehman Keikobnd Saniuno. on 
inlwbitant of Jslavsarí. from whutí he had heard from a Dostur. 
he stfites th.it wlien the rule of tlie MahomedaEis wos cstBbli&hcd 
ín Pcrsía on the death of Yazdcgard Shoriar, the last Paraí King, 
everywlicrc tliuse who had their íaííeclions rooted ni Zend and 
Pazend dUperaed and oU the D-osturs and Behdins, leaving their 
houses and gardens. mansiöns and nalls. lo! 1 the sako ol the 
religion. first fi cd io a mouniainous diatrict and Tcmnincd üiere 
for o hundred years. Afterwards comíng to the city of Hotmaz 
and rcsiding thero for 15 years. they went ihence lo Diu in ships 
wíth their farnilies and llved there for 19 years- Aíter this ihcy 
Call) went again on board ship and síiiled for Gujral. During 
this voyage, being cought in a violent storin, ihey proyed to Uod 
for safoty, making a vow that :f they reached India snfely. 
tliey wnuld inital an Atash-Behrnm there. At last, ihey landrd 
safely in Sa"n|an, which was al ihol lime a wholly uninhabited 
junglc and a barrcn land, Finding diis placc to be vory good, 
* boy Mdeoted there a »uo for their residence and nnmed it Sa p ja n . 
Al ihat htne u Hindu Kajoh by name Jadt Kona was ruling. litere. 
After somé years, they eslaUhshed here ihc promiacd Aiosh- 
Behram ( in 721 A. D.) When they had lived here obout 300 

Eít.u -., somé of the peopLc disperscl and went to various cities of 
Somé woni to Nnvsari and settled there, somc to Bankaner. 
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aorneto Brooch. somé to Variav. íome lo Ankloahwnr nnd somé 
to Carabuy- Aftcr the lap*e úf somé years n King of Gujaroi 
by natne Mahmud Begada camo to Itnow of tbc Raján of Snnjan; 
and 500 years after the amval of the Behdim ín Ind ín, thc 
Muhoinedans of Champaner mvaded thc plu«.eí And Mahmud 
Begada camc and sut on thc thromc thc re. Thcn oll (he Behdins 
carried with thcm the Atash-Bchrnm to Borod ( Bohrot ) and 
retnaincd there for 12 year*. Afterwards, nflring with ŰWtO the 
Alasb-Behram they all went lo ÍWmJ.i. Whcn they had hved 
thcre for 14 years. a rcsidcru of Navann by nnmo Chang.-j, »on 
oí Asa, brought with great respoct the Ataah-Bchram and peoplc 
of thc good rehgian to Navsari. " 

"II is distincdy mentionod in thc Mid Kistah tlint thc 
dstscriptions of the cveivtn wlitch Inul happrncd írom 200 to 
ricurly 1000 years ogo was boscd on the oral nurrution of a pcrson. 
Notwith»randing tnis. it ia to be rcgretled ihol evén ihc leomcd 
Parsi* luké ihts legend fur n Irue history withaut nny nwertoin- 
ment of thc reliobility of thc •torié* nnrratcd >n it* But before 
now, * question has pustly been miied ou thc nuthoríty of known 
hisiories. as to the vnlidity of aornc of thc detuiU given in il. It 
is rclated in the Kisaah th.it when, in tlit sccotid ccntury of Inc 
Yozdcgardi ero, thc Pórus finn landcH in Sutiján, a Rajon by 
njinc Jadi Rana was ruling thcre. and tltnt 200 years before the 
date of the compoaitioo of the Ktssoli. on itrmy of Mohumd 
Begada composed of the Mahomedons of Ciiampancr iiivaded 
Sanjan and Mahmud Begada tat on it« throne. Mr. Palkriji 
Bunor-p De*ai has shown at length in his pamphlct cnutled "Kisaah- 
e-Sanian— Ek Tavartkhi Tapos' thai both ihesc sionea arc 
utitcnable on histonca] mveitigaúen-" 

Ervnd Nadershali thon rnoceedi to give his reason* in not 
accepting the legend of the Ki- íchi-Sanjun, wluch I give beiuw: — 

"In the OSlh chopter .( ihe Hisiory of Maaudi. cdlcd 
Mnrvaj-Az-Zahnb \*a Msadan .íl-Jnohar. we find from what has 
hcen written "ny liim in A. M. 132 \ A ■ Y. 31 1 ) thot lill ilwn ihpre 
was a cotisiderably lorgc population of Zoronptrinn*« in Itnk, Fara, 



Kirrrtnn. Setatnn, Khnraann, Tahanstan. Kohat. Adnrbndgmi. 
Arran, hiúid, ShhI and C 

-We fmdon P. M of tho " PaTialvi Texts " that in the 77lh 
year of the Hindostani Eratlhe 9th Ccntury of the Saka Ern: 
A. Y< 324 I on tho dny Gosh of ihe month Ardi Belieaht. U.i \ <m. I>, 
the son of Itarpe ihe «ín of Dm-PanaK campleted tor Shahaod. 
the son of Hormuad. a copy of il>c Pnhalvt Texts whcn they 
were in n achool at Brooch. AftonvaxÜs he. Dai-Panah. prepared 
anoiber copy for hím on tha day Doc-pa-Adar of thc munth 
Behinan in A. Y. 3"24 whrn they were in a Fire-Templc in the 
same city. From ihia we aee ihat therc was a Zorua^tnnn 
populikiiiHi in ISrooch from nhout thc bcginnirg of thc Yaxdagardi 
Erű. Agam. tlm infcrcncc m al»u «upportcd by tbc fact thot oll 
thc alorcsoid nanics of peraon» oro ihose uaed by the Zoroastnnna 
of Persia and unlike ihosc in u»o utnong iho Zoroastriana of 
lixiin . 

" Thc colophon ni a book of Vendidad with Pahlavj 
transtation ín the Pursí ( Yaxdogardi ) year 722 tvhich is now in 
thc librnry cif CitpcnlinMcn. and a copy of which is in the libruiy 
of the laté Ooalur De JunTiaaptl Muuxihcfn Jumspashana { it is a 
copy of the codcx in the Kast- India House) mfunns us ihut 
its originál was copied in Seiston in A. Y. 554 ( A C. 1 185 > by 
Ardeahir Biihmnn. Thí» ofiginnl of tba said VendUdad of Copcn- 
hagen was tirought tű Endn l»y Ervod Mahyar Mahmer with hím 
from Sewian where lie lind gönc front Ucha (city situated 
near River lndu» K a cily on the River Indus, hy order and at the 
expense of hí* m.i*ter: Ive studied religious and othcr subject* 
tbere for 6 years utvder the guidnnoe of the Hcrbad^. From thia 
inal. a cópv Wa* mado by Ervad Kustöm Mehn.-on Marxban 
Drhnshn nibnr w}r> l»ml cninc io India. Thia snmc pcrson 
Uanacnbfld in thc míddla of the Parai Year 618 I A.C. 1248) 
Arda-Virnf and YnihtFnan ; and Again at the end of A. Y. 627 
(A. C, 1258 1 he madc a copy of Visparad Ghnmbar (V. tho 
preface uf thc Zcnd Tcxli liv l'nifeaaor Wwtergard. I*. 13), 
,.l Peah" 'Mi. Ram ol Baoaeh lm« mudc n copy in A. Y. 766 from 
tln tranaeripl . .f Ai I.. Vli il |n I Y -«hi-Frianby Kustom Mcrwun, 
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Acoord.ng to» the stolertWnl öf Ufttad Pcahetan ui Üus lmok. ÚN 
.f Braoch had bcen "a *c»t *l Z*.ul »<>d Fablavi leammg 
for *cvernl oeatorin ' ' V- ZenJ-Pahlnvi '.Glossary by Da-»tur 
HoahanRÍi, P- 80, n-aie). But írom ihu alsó the- story of llie 
Ki»MB-i-Sanjan. whíeh soya ihat tho Zoroastrian* w«U and 
aelllod in Broach in the 5th ccnlury of the Yazdcgordi ara. 
• ppear* to be mcorrccl.'" 

" We perceive írom the ahovr coloph-m thoi tl»crc wm a 
. • . I number of Zoronair-iin inhabltfcntl Upto A. C 1185 fa Smdh 
ni il.L-City of Uclii. -iiu.iied ontho River Indus, nno of whntn 
had bocn lu Seuton and broughiwiih hím a copy uf tfee Avvata- 
Pahlavi Vendidad which wns copierl about 1248 in Broach. We 
do not know whai became of the*e ZoroaMnan cítixera of Uchh 
afbR 1185. Buuwe-Iean From llirtory ital ibe City of Uchh 

and iht ■a jf oun dtog ootmtra arera m vadad wverel tímoa f»ni 

A. C. 1205-1257 and ihat thc people were phinclercd and 
ixedorer. In A. C. 1223. the- Zort»i»»irum-> of Uchh, taaving 
.ty had come nWn t-s (ramroi. Thus ihc old Zoroeairlan 

pdpulalion of Sindh and Pum.-.b cam« lo an «nd." 

" Haiaj. ihc Govomor of K Ma Commandcr Mohám- 

mad Imara-ud-Din Katim in 712 10 Sindh. in which thc City 
of Uclih íb situaied. arad conquercd íl, From tKi» titne. ulto 
Sittdli wm undor ihc rulc of ilie Muhumedan Calípha. Navonha- 
lem at wc Icára froro lb« abovc oa»unt thc Zoroaalrian* conu- 
nucd to livc ihere. 

"Atthc I6th inccima in thc 28ili year of ihc Socicty for 
making Reaearcheti intő tbc Zorountnan Religion, ihe laté l'-rvaa 
TebiiiuraBp Diasbaw Anklcsariu. whilc dcscribiiig ihc Porai and 
YaxJegnfdi eras. itatcd ihcre wcre pignaturc* of Zoroostriana of , 
Khoraaan and Sctatara in n Rcvaynt v*ntten ín A. Y. 880. 
(A. C 1511). Tina aliuw* thai ii wu kiiawii evcn about 4ü0 
yeara n&o ihat ihuro WU n population of the Zorouátrians in fcaatam 
1'oriín < V, thc- pfkllad Repnri for I8M-98 ol thc Society for 
in.ikiiiK Röcarchoa miu ihc Zunatatfian Kcligioti. P. 63). 



47 



n so tata nt 1874. during my travel rn Peruin, ibe 
Zoroft.ínm. of Kermrtn iiiforracd mc ihat of>ly two yenr* he főre 

thaj dalc u Xnronstrian Imd died llierc. who had connr frnni 
Aff{hnn.islan lo rcaitle m K*rmnn." 

" A» ihc Sranian Aisotiolioii w dcsircvus of GoiloclinK ni! tbc 
reoords rclainiK tn iho hiator> iimgraiton uf Pnr»i» mxl oí 

ihei' onrly aettlemrnt ín lf;*Ít«. I laké tlnv "nportunity of br 
to the ntttica of the Aasociatton, two m orc refererces tothe eerly 
setilcincjii oi ihc Pnrsis in lndin. whicli 1 haVc nóted aínce ihe 

puhlicalum t)f ihe precedina ont-, by ndilm^ lluiu here. 

8. " A'sarul-Bilnd" of Zákánya al Karwiní-Saimur. ' A I 
of Himl near thc cotifi, ; J J[, e pcoolc urc WWJ braiMi- 

ful and handsome. from I emft born oí Türk and InJian pnpenu. 
Tbere *re Muselman*. Chnjtians. Jcwi und Ftre Wursluppcr* 
there. Thr merchnndiBc uf the Turkn í* convoyod hiihcr, and 
the alucn nllcd Snimuri ni*c named from this placo. The 
letnple of Saimur in an u!ol temple, on thc lummit of n high 
cminence. under the rhnrge uf keepera- There are idols in il of 
turqudUe nnd liaiindak (a atone likc a njby ). wbicfc oro highly 
"vencralcd. In ihe city bSara ^re mnique*. Chri»tian Cataxboa, 
Synagoguüi and Firc-Tcmplej, Tlic ihhdclti do not alaughter 
animali. nur do they ent flchb. fish or CRgn; Uul thero nre »nme 
who will eat animál, thai hava fallen down precipices, or tlml 

hava haen gored lo oVath, hutthey do aal ihose lkai hnve 

died a natural dcoth. 'Ilin iiifornutwo hm hecn denveri 
Míaar Uin MuhalhiL autbor nf the Aiaih-ulRuldan. wno öavcIlcJ 
mto varioua countrics and recorded their wondera.' { P. 97 J É 

• 

"7akorÍyn, sonof Muhommad, iá auniiinicd Kdzwíih, frorn 
the town of Kamun or Kn»biű ín Peraia. where ho waa born. 
He was not a travcllcr but conijiiled hi» *v rk-. from ihe writings 
Ol btakbfi Ibn Hautcal and otl m he' -csuJaíly etted aa 

hii aulhnnlm. Hii worka wcre wrinen unt aíter thc middlc 

of (he 35th Century about 661 A. H ( 1 2fl3 A. D.) atcOKl 

KaaÍitor674 ( 1275 A. D.í accordüiH to Haji Khalfa It la 

curioial howevnr thai " Ajmh-ul-Biddnn" m frequwiüy quotad by 
Kazwmi in thc Asanii-Bdad. „ bein C oí Míaai 



43 



Mulmlhil, i» trnvtller whnwent i n Cr.ina and India obout 331 A. H. 
(942 A. D.)" (V. Hiwory of India l>y Sir H. EUioi. Vol. L P p. V4 "5.) 

9. '"Therc orc «ome Magiam upto the pretent üme (ni 
A.C 1030) in India, wtierc thry arc called Maga (V. Albiruni'f 
ImIi>. rrMulrtttiby Dr. £ 0. SmJmu. Vol. I. P. 21). 

"Thus, we *ee. thnt tbcro arc ffvkfaflOM) tratovissl nnd 
docuincuTnrv, ■bowing ihni the ZoroaMrtnm. evén efter (m 
Jenrived-üf tlicir Einpirc. cmld and actually did hve undtr *hc 
rule of tlír Mabomedana for oonlufíM in Irnk. Far*. Adc-Thiiiian. 
TnbriBtan. Kohol, Süsd nnd Khwarczam ; upm the begmning of 

(In? 1 6th century nf ihe Chrislum cm in Khorasan ond hnMern 
Pcr»ia;and upío the I3ih century in Swdh Under thcae tót- 
cunutoncc*. the »t»»r> rwirrated in the "Kiaaehi-Senian oppcar* 
impfob aijlc which tclla u- 01 ihr nrt l mit f í'f ihe orol relntioi. 
oí n peraon thnt obout a tbouwind yeore before the tímr ol UM 
cnmpositinn of the Kissoh. the Zoroostnons of Knorasnn U1 tM 
i iti^luncim of tbc rule of the Mohamedmis m Persia flcd, I cwving 
tlicir propertie*. in Saojan and sculed ihere.~ 

" Wc hnvo »een above thnt on ihe downfull of the Zoronatrinn 
empire. ívben llic Meihotnedr.ii rule was eitnblisbcd in Khoraaun. 
the Zorominan inhabituiu were not obliged te lenve eiiher their 
coU"CT or their religioci, becouac we ftnd them ltving there upto 
ibe KefiinninK of the 16ih ccntury of the Chmtian era. Furthcr 
tliey rcsiHed in Sind for ceniune* under thu government of the 
■fime Mohornctllnn rulors. And öt last nboul the beginning of 
the I 'ith ccntury or the Cth cm ( A. Y. ) wc fitwl « body of them 
cummg dowii in GujaraL The probable mferetjc*: that can be 
dmwn from ihewe fnetsra tbst the large populntion ofthe Znmiu- 
:. ... h íx.micd in Sím! nnd Punjai- evén níler the M tt but JI 

ment there of the Mahomednn rule, gradunlly cnmo down lo 
Gujnral and seltlad eherr, und thai we arc tlicir dcscciiduni* But 
tt H our dutytHjwiit make íurther inqumea in the malter »ih1 
collect evideiic ' ' Tiic Ki»»ah-I-Sanjan ond Dr. Jiwanji J. M 

pubhehed ui "Cnttcíil Staaiet i>i Somé ^oroantnan rr 

pp, 10-19. bf Ervild Jamuhedji Dadnbhni Nmlcrnhnh LC.br< 
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AfterRivinH ü »hnrt summary of tho paper remi l>ef<ire the 
Hurd Zoroastniin Cnnfereju-o by Űiat diktinMuiinod scholar 
Mr. Jamshedii Dűdoblmt Nadorahnh. ndducíng rcosons in conmirr 
ing the " Kt»aeh-i-S.>«|^ri httiti'Mi-. I now gíve below the datet 
of the suppoM-d Inn.img of the Parsia ai Diu and Sanjan. 
and aUo of the conaccrntíon of the " Irananah : — 

697 A. D. — Suppogcd landing of tbc Pomui nt Diu : 

717 A. D. — Supposcd lainhnn of tbc Parstit cit Switan ; 

721 A. D.— Consecration of "bmhal 

1765 A. D, — Second Fíre-Temple consecrnted nfter the advent 
Öl ibc Put>ÍB En India, Thi» wbi nt Na-vsari. 

Sir James Campbell ohaerve* that the occeptad date anHxitl 
the Parsia for the tettlement in Sonfan Í» the Ynxdegerdi year 85 — 
716 A. D. given nn the authority of L)u»tur Aspandinni Katndmn 

of Brotuh. Ervod Manokji K. Unvvalo hna got u Manuscript 
175 yoars old which give* the date Yuidegardi 85 ( 716 A. D.) of 
the landing of Partit at Sanian. 

We nbservö from the preceding pagea that otíly ^be " Kiueh' 
i-Sanjan" telb* u* ihat the ance»tors of the prenu-nt-diay Porain 
had firat landed «1 Diu. In thi» tonnection. Mr. Shapurji K. 
HodiWíila, a diitirníuiihed Avesta and Snnakrie Scholar, m hi« 
book. "Iransbah'' ( ni Guiarati ) at pogo3l writca thnl " when tho 
Pantrt fir»t landed ut Diu thnt Uland must have hcen de&olale and 
uninhabitcd. The Hindu Rajnh tn whose iuriadictmn thnt Island 
(Diu) feli, afler Lcnowing of a Porm netdement in Öiu. may have 
daimed tríbule from the Parst feitlera". 

Tlicrc » nothing wrong in accepting llio suggestion of 
Mr. Hodiwala that the Parsia, fmding the Uland of Diu uninhn- 
bited, may have rnnde their *ettlóment: föf, wc f ind from histori- 
col and other rccord* tho^ dnring the Itat onc or two centunea. 
the japonese. Amencan*. "ritrther*. Italiana. nnd nthers hare 
. üred ftoch \rA fsland* ru ihc Pacific Mcduerranean and 

otlier 5ea«. and modc them tiieír own uíter hoiíUmji i heir Nntionnl 
FI' lg* nt itich piaccá Howcvcr. I do not thmk Dím Inlnnd watt 
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taJ and (Utóin te in tho%e day», *» *e -hall find later on 
ihat iá 7(1.) A. Ü ih? "Panika* l RtNtt) had ibcir kingdoms 
onj «ctilenwnu in GiunMtand rCathipwod]' 

Wo ha ve alao obaerved in ilie forogni ng pages tlint when 
the Paraia londed mSuuni there wiu n Hindu Rajon by naine 
Jadi Róna, mling ovor the placc. Uptil now,jTp_ Kholar °f 
roputa has been öble 10 prove conclwívcly iliat at tlmt nme o 
HutJii Raiah by the name of Jadi Ranu w« ruhng over Sanjrin 
wtn allowed tbc Par»i« t» soltle m hia territory. Mr. Shopuril K. 
1 1 i.liwiln, who w.is rulhcr cnihusiaalic al mtil the story contoined 
Ín the Ki«tse.h-i-Sanjnn, hnd found namos Víiayaditya und jnyn*hryn 
(of Chnlukya dynaaty of Gofarat ) as applying lo Jadi Róna and luid 
wrmen ab out ít ti Sir R. G. B'.iaiularknr ( Professorot San-.lt nt ) 

and had recerved a roply írom thai duuiifiuiahed Profotaor on 
29lh October 1917, whieh I give lieluw :— 

" Tho evidence for dotermining ívhui tbc uamo waa t»f (Ke 
Chnlukya Prince, who raceived tho Pnrais at Nnvaiin ta 
moogrc. The rCuwli-i-Sanjan *va* wriuen. occordmg to dalé 
given by yuu, ■bout 900 ycam after the event. Maiefa it 
toporta. and il ib t\\ula puMible, that facta bolonging to diff e- 
ránt psrioda or diífercnt condition* of thuiRs w"* ['"TlUlr^ 
logcthcr in (he trodtlion reported by the uulhor of cho work, 
S:ill taking the r^adtng Jadi fiam to be currect, and cint par- 
tiig the daio* as given m the Early History of the üekknn. 
I tliuik it n ->t u itikaly, inat the í rincc, who admilicJ 

ihe Porsia wa» Juya^hraya. Ük wcccwor of Shryosryu and 
aecond aon of Jayuiimhnvarraaii, t<> whom ihe Lota ffovn.ee 
wo» allotted by VikrnmBditya ". 

The above loltor m vary importaM, and 1 sbould liUe to 
drjw tiie diíci-.íijo of tho reader to the nme. Evén in this 
leLter wc find a coofUet of opioion na regards ihe name of 
]« h R.iria. ír we rend Dr. Bhandarkar'a Ic-tter carefully. wc arc 
forccJ to come tű the couclusion thut ip-oat rolmncc whnuld 
imr bt: put on K»«oh*i*Sa[iian. rnom onpocially wlion ínttn 
|piiMi:igr> "different penods or diiferenl cotiditiona o( ibmgs 
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nave been poiblod iog«f»eT durmg the long pcnml of 
9CI0 yeam. "" — — 

Mr. Slinpurji K Hodiwnlü while refernng the 
<|ueavion to Dr. Sir llltnndarkar had intcrpreied the word " Hara- 
»ikiu" a* Harst rofugot-i who had pntd trtbules lo Judi Rana. 
Mr Muncherp 1*. KCharrgat. I.CS « tctircd ), a diatirf^K-ihcd 
schoUr of Saoskrit and Aveata. who urole prcf*ce of Mr- Shapuni 
Kt. Hodiwnln s btK>k " Parata of Anctent India" did not agree 
with Mr Hmliwnln DR the wnrd "PafAaikfl' occurring inonc or iwo 
of the grnms und wrotc;— 

II ti* inferenco in bosed on tbc fatt thai in three of i.i» 
granu Viwyadityn haadcacrikicd hí* íather Vmayadiiya as h 
levied tnbutc frnm teveral peraons inclurimj a l'arosika of ■ 
Itaa. Tho words arc tlic mme in all threc iránta, and may inc-an 
BfanaV a king of n rcrainn island " n " Kinn of Pcrsinna ". or 
simply " Pctsians '. ll in ixjaiible llmt there is hero an nílusion 
lo the payrncnt of tnbutc by tlic Parsec rofugecs, wlio lnnd*d 
at Sanjan; but having regnrd to the exttcmcly vague longuogc uavd 
one un htardíy sú> i 



"To give an iJcn o{ this vagijei>cB» 1 wjll rnention a fcw 
mterpretnticins. wfcitcli cmi he plausibly put upon il. It in luite 
ponaiblo thot it rcícn* It» tlír levy of tribute from T 
CnftaLiftíM Irorn Persi.in tcrritory a* coniecturea*BPTifar}'V Sir 
R. G. Bhnndarkar I Sec V. Smith's Htalory, P. 222 í. Un quiic 
parnkmő ihat i» refer* to nt» omba»y ímiti a Peraian chief, cithcr 
M.ihomedana or Zbroaptrlana w-ith cuiiiplinientary gífts. wlmh 
|)fttrtoBÍsm hos interpreted m tribule; or pcrliapft it was pnyinent 
fnr oommarcial purpjHtü* nr scmees rendercd. ll i« evem possible 
Lhm the tribute consiatcJ of nathing more th.ui jniport dues levied 
on gaods or siiíps comtng from Persian port». For thö *ery re*M>rt 
the Ciujarat Sultai^ cot>aidere-d the porti of Persis. Aral-if, 
Unna ittui even Málta ua payuig tribute tD thern (Sec Bnylcy s 
Hjülory oS Gujarab pogc 18 and 19. 

, Mr. Kharegat furihar wrote th.it *"it litere hud been nny 
reforciicu i" banfata or s Und ing o( Pk.rsi* w to fiving a»yluin 
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to Parsis within tlír Kitig** own torritory. litere would have MM 
good reason lo connect tbc lonuunKr wíth the event in questmn. 

It mny alfta be no led in p-assmg thai ihc oarresponaencc un 
the subjeci between Mr. Shopurti K. Hodiwalu ond Sír Bhtmdurkar 
),.u\ tnken platt in the yanr 1917, Aftcr sultio len years' more 
rcaearch work, Mr. Hudiwiihi Imii publiahctl in ihc ycor 1927 » 
verjr importáru work called " Tlw Sacred lr;in»hah " I in Gujarati ) 
in wíMch he hniorne to the conclusioa on tlie autliority of Hindu 
wb^lar* thai llic Parsi cmiurarilí had lefl Imit for Indio os they 

had thsjr indeucuJau Stltei i»kI Cilamcn in Küthiawad ond 
Sindh aiihiittime. The dainiln aupplic.l in In* nbovc work by 
Mr- Hodiwala will be found in ihc aucceeding pages. 

Now Irt ua tum lo njn\e tmiorícal and oibor records of wcll- 
known se halóra and travcllero m tbc mattor of Iránion ruie in India 
and alsói of njíe long conneiii Dfl ;.i Irán with India in the malter of 
civilizálton, architectufe. coiininorco ele 

(a) Acxording to Renaud'a "Abul-Fide", Chapter 77. 
vrc find that M under the Arsacidoe or Parthian dynaaty. 
tbo Pcraiarű took n grcal pari in Orientál Navigáljon. 
Thero was a conaidernblc Indián trade up the Pcraian 
Gulf and by lond to Palmyra; nnd it aeems to havo 
hcen undor the Parthian uifluciicc thai the Pcraiana 
overenme their horror ofiheSeo. ond rose to be tlic 
greatcal Sca-Uadjofaol (he E«t. The trade cooneciion 
botween tbc Thnnn coatt and the Parthion rulers in ihc 
Peramn Gulf hni a "pociul interest at thís period, aa 
in ilie laticr pnrl uf ilic firat Ccntury ofter Chriat. ihc 
Andhrns werc driven from the Konkan and North 
Dcccan by forcigncrn uppiircndy from Northern India, 
wbo founded the Indo- Parthinn Dynaaty" í * Párat* of 
Anciertt lndio ", P. U6. by Mr. Shapurji K. Hodiwala.) 

The ahove passoge is aomcwhat importnnt for our purpoie 
in as much na it show* that thr Persions werc tbc greaient Sea- 
iradcrs of the E-i*t. and that the Iramán ship* used lo comc ntfhc 
upto the Thana CrccL — o ddiuiux nol far írom Sani-an; bcsidet. 



we aUo find that the Parthian Empcror* from Northern India had 
conquered Konkan and Ucccan. and thr re is litere forc no doubi 
that the Irónián* had ihcir seitlemcnU in Kpnfrnn and Dercan dur- 
mg the Parthian rulc which lasted front 256 B. C. to 226 A. D. 

(b) Mr. S. K. Hodiwala in hia book " The Parai. of Ancient 
India" nt pagc 59. wntei ihat " If Buruei»'» esplona- 
lion í Noíe I, Page 76. Volurae IV. " Archieologicol 
Survey ' | be f-.Ilowed. tbei. t»* 447 Plate uf Slnladitya 
VI (Rulcrof North Guierat and Kathiawad ) wotad be 
642 A. D. and the Sasiaman* may oíier all have 
dotitfayed Vidubhi" (" Bombay Gazeteer, VII, p. 274 J, 

Journal Bombay Broiich Royal Aniatic Socieiy, volume 
V1L pp. 35-36: and the isme pnnted ,in " A Glimpse m 
the Wf>rk o-f the B B. R. A. S- during the latt 100 yeara 
from a Porai ptiinl of vicw'" by Sir Jiwaiiji J. Módi ; — 

"Vnlabhi Dynnuty. whose era dating from A. D. 319 is 
gcnerally admitted. Col, Tudd gives A. U. 524 as the 
date of ihe *uck af Valabhl. aívd ihc evidence from their 
coins show ihat iheir ( Vnlabhi ) empire conunucd oücaat 
somé iwrt ccniurics. Their downfall wbr niinbuied hy 
Col. Tudd to un army of Pnrthians I Z.in mstriüna ) and 
Scythian., but Mr. Klprtinrt o n q bas augKcntcd that the 
invaden mny have becn ihc Saaunions, firuhubly under 
N u-.At n in '.the Just ); and in lhi» event vrc have douht- 
less an cipliumtion of ihe ocxurcnce oí ihc "Gadhia" 
Cains atreudy alluded to. Barbariscd an- Üicsc arc, the 
íittempL lo delineate the l»uat nnd Fire AUur uf the 
Sassanidc**»cvjdcru; ard it ii certain thetofore, cither 
thae the SdMúiuon Monarehy ohtaiiicd a footing ín 
Ginarat orua more próba Ide. ihat an off-shovt of the 
dynaaty iSauaman) succeedej in establiahing an 
empire there." 

The commencemesu or the end of the Scmnth Ccntury of 
oo» era. mad clote w«h a race of Saaaaiuan ortgin rcujning m 
Kutcli, Kaiinawar ond Guiarai '\ 
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ll may l.ie nolod here thni rvrn after the defe-at of iho 
Ifamana ol tbc hamla nt ihc Araiig in Ml A. !>., tne Iramán 

Emp-mr Ynitle«»nJ Sherisr had fouflht afiairul the Arabi lill hit 
dcath in föl A. D. Ifi thc old Indián Histary we usueily do ttta 
«et the ci»rrecl >1^te* ol ihc evett* bul n difference of lomé 10 lo 
25 yeur.i is gencrnlly notíoea. It is rherefure qtuu- liUcly ihat 
the Ull ot thc V fllablii dvn^t' in Norlh Guiarni und Koihiaw.nd 
moy have lakén placc Juriug thc S«*aanian rulr; "Of a* 15 morc 
próba 1 . Ic *n off-ahoot of tbc Se wa inon dynasty nrnv h*ve succeeded 
rii«lt|rttHfiB 8i» empire there ( in Gujamt and Kalbmwod J '•* I' 
the eadol i»c Valubhidynaaty w*a brnught by ihe SftssaBiOn* of 
somo branch of 11, ihcn 11 is quue obvioua thnt the Irániam 

had their aettlenienta in Guiaral und Kntbmwad nt thai time, and 
ih« miiébe* of our Parai anccatora had ihcrcínrc rcwrtcd lo 
üuiarml and KoÚuuwod lo find abellet ornong their own 

co-religiottista. 

We alsó nniice írom the Peruion Hialury llinl tho Sassaninn 
Emperora Befonni Ghor Ifrom 42(1 A. D. to 440 A. Dj 01.1l 
Neuabirwon Adal (írom 531 A. D. to 579 A. O.) had extended 
llicir cjnqucsts 111 acveralparts of lndm. und it *va» therefore 
quíte likely thai there wc-rc lronian Scitlemei.i- in India for liie 
M.litary ns well u» fóf the Iranian civil pöpulalmn. mORJ especiiilly 
whcn tltcrc w.is üaiiiidoroblc trade between th«* two couutne* 
by wa aod land Kirdu^i ah-o BUrtei tliui during Bchram Gbor'a 
vlaít In India, the Iramán metCDlWl líváng in India had wmted 
upon Ilim in ibe torna aí deputalinn. On the dnwnfall of the 

3uunlan Empire, the Ininian ruliiig pnnecs ond lIic btulcrn in 

India OOuld uudur no circuiustatice. hava left Ibis counlry. bul 
on the nthor liand iliey must have consnlidalcd their pov. 
and continued to live bem a* beforr- ll WfM eertninly not 
dééínoU tor them \p leave InJia íor Irán on the dawnfall cif 
iho Soaeanion ern|)itrj, lest they inighl be pcrsccutcd and oppreaaed 
by the Arab conqueror*. 

(l> The Cjuntrw <>l Sintl ami pan of Hirul. 'Somé párta 
t of Hind and Sind J beleng to Gucbns | 
ond a Krcutcr portion of inis country |ű i. Pcrsiaji 

'Kolerán ) Kuf ars llnfidoln) nnd (dolators ( Pcrtlnn 
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"Bot-Parnaton"). ( Tha Oriontnl Googrophy of Ebn 
Hiiultnl. nn Arabian Traveller ol tbo Tenth Cenlury : 
iranilaled bySirCXialey Ki. LL. D. ; po. 146-147). 

Th« aoove extrád clearly ahuw« that somc porta of Hind und 
SuKl belenged to Gucbrcs ( Zoro astrians ) in llic Teutb Centurj. 
It ia ilicrcforc quiln iiidiaptitiible tlini in 1000 A. 0. thc Iramam 

bad iheir mdcpciiilent Stnies nnd Coloniesm I |jnd and Sin- 
tbnt a> gooS'númi'cr uf ZoToaainona lived in HXK) A D. in *>me 
pnrta-of Hir»d ond Sind It i* tbcrefore quite possible úSat «vo. 
ihe pre*cnt-<íay Parsis art cícendnnlB. It u alsó i|iutr 

likely ihat sumc linnds or" Irrunnmt rnay lm ve come to liwlm 
miipEy lo sawe iKcniMclves from reliHious peraccuiion and opprea- 
aion nt ibe Kanda of rbcir Arab conquerora. knowing hill well 
tbat their co-feÜttloniU*. *etúeé tn *ome porta nf Hmd and Scnd. 
would give thern theller and pratectioii. 

(d) " Iíi Ousloy'a Orientál GeoarHphy of Ebn Haukal 
(A. D. 902-906 bxltha -.raepartof Hind | 

Siód bt-looged to ihc Guciirea". Ellmt utyt "tbc wnrr! 
'Guebre mcant a Noo-Mussalmnn «cneraily oml o 
ZoTAastrian parlicularly." Another knowi. wnierMasudi 
(A.D. 9IGJ sUnlesllmt ni bís Iicne lliere werc IBaaW 
Fire Tciuplc in Sind dikJ India." ( MiaJir-bírvMolnilhil. 
EUiot'a Hwtóry of India, 197. Boai. Gat IX. pari 
II. 185 J. 

MK Slmpuríi K. Hodiwnla in lii« famous bouk "Thc Purnia 
of Ancient India" nt poge 33 wntea: — 



" We slntll «í hereafre* thai according lo tke Arab traveller 
Miaar bm Muklialihal tborc werc Fire-Tcmplca in Cbeul in A. D. 
950, which dalé ii gívcn a* A. O. 942 in Bom. Gaz. Part I 
pp. 216-217.'' 

Tbc- above evtract mnkc* it quiie clear (hot tberc werc 
acitlenienU el thai ZfO—liami ui Hmd and Su.d. Thc «xutet>ce 

iy Firc Tcmples in bidm und Sind m 9 16 A. D. uUo pruve« 

ihai thero woro aeltlernenu aí the Parsia in Indio, u 
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Pawi imroigrauiH m tht» country could no( he expecied 10 build a 
Inrge nurnbcr of Fire -Tcmples in InaiaTBB^SlK^üCtvvceii tlic dntc* 
of iheir Inndmg ( i. c. 697 A. D.) ind ( Jlf) A. D. Froiti iho 
Porti chronologicol rccords wc find ihftl nll tl»c ycur 916 A. D. we 
had estabhdie I nnly onc FireTemple nnmed " lranshah (in 
721 A. D.). whilf the »ther FireTemplet leem lo hnve heen 
feuiU by thein aflcr Ű»c yeaf 1765 A. D. I ihink we liove hyieii 
(liilc io prov* llm mmb tn-m the above cxiiüctf- íhot there w« 
Zaroostrian populnlion in Hind and Sind nnd ihat thcy hod a 
lurge number ol FIm-TcTOpIm in thi* munlry prior to the NUppu*ed 
landing of thc Pnrai* iu Gujarot and Kntriiawod. 

let " According lo Cunnmgham • Ancient Geography, page 
319. there wm a PahlsT ( Paholvi-Parsi í Kiog by name 
Kraslum rulinti over Elapur and Soinnath in 72Q 1 A. D." 
plr.uidiah Addcnda paftat 684 <o) lo (c by Mr. 
S. K. Hodiwnla). 

Wc observe fmm thc abovc paaaage ihat evein aftcr the 
Imiding of th* Pariin in 697 A. D.. a Pnmi Kinfl by name KreVhna 
was ruling ovor EUpur and Somuath in 720 A, D. I hope •ome 
of my reader* will not geí irightenea ŰWi il.c name rCrailum . fof 
if ihcy will plefflfte rcfcr toouroldcst Farvordtn Yashia thcy WiU 
find ' Krashna ' and xucli othcr ciaincs mcludcd theroín. 

(0 Mr. G. K. Norimon. a grcal Sintkfit flnd Avc-ta Scholar. 
in bi» 'Nntea' on ihe " Parti* of Ancient Indin'', nt 
page xv, wntes "Sinoe then I hove looked mto tlie 
cognate Bhavidiya Purana and although portion* of the 
présem lexta of Bhaviahya Purana art palpable íruerpalo- 
tiom. ihc huhi a throwa on the tribe or tnbes, wbotc 
cuatomh m> forcibly remind un of our <iwn, rcpreaenu 
prnctiucB of a tolcrablo nniiiiuil v. tt admits of little 
dauht iliut there were t*e ti lement* in India of the Párám 
before the cooquctt of Pcniu by Morn '- 






ll raay be noied here thai Bhav»r»hyfi Purana* werc no* 
complcted befő. ddle of the ^íh Cemury A_ D. nnd DQM 

ol the PurnnoB hi-biro 4Ü0 A. D. Mr. G, K. Nunman hat therofore 
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vory nbly p^intrd nut fvrn frum rhr Hindu Sliiialilraa that there 
were Scttlement- of the Pnn»»» in India befoi-e ific Ininianü werc 
defeated by the Araim. It iá thercforc quite evident that tlie 
Parsi emiHrnnts from Irnn when thcy | u n,!, ,1 u, Gujarat and 
Kmhinwod niu«t have recetvoil nll hflp nnd »upport from lh«ir 
co-rel.Rioni»i^ who had -ettled m acvera] pnrls of Hóid nnd 5 
dunnu the Sassanian rule. 

iKÍ I" hí? paper -ii tlic ancient Dyuoiliennf Kathinwpd aiid 
(JujeraL Mr. Juslioe Newton rernark* :— " Indn-Sa&saninn 

Gűins arc fomifl in MaUva and Guzerui The 

«orlie*t coína are of Inrs d iheir imilalion of the 

Saasanian rnnwy ■■ direc! nnd ohvinus. Bul t he Intter enint 
depón more írom the onginal %o that it n not easy a| 

íirat *iBht to irace tlteir detcem... Mr. Ccdrington, 

-Secnetary of the Bomnay Asiatic Socicty, «lected o 
seriea of coinn lo show the grndual chanjie of the Pereian 
head on thp obvorte nnrj thc Firc-AItar on thc rcver»c 
nt the Sassanínn ooin* mio the oblonR huíton and the 
aerósofdots and Imn íound on the Gadhia Cooi^ " 
1 Cuoi'in^hom » Arch.t»li>)pcal Re port k XI. p. I7fi, 
Bombay Q. Royo) AsiotK Socicty i Jmirnal XII. 325). 

' Cunningham enme asrota 13 Fire-Altar Indo-Sasiuuii.-in 
Coins nt NiiRri ( about 1 1 miien nurth of Chitor ) and to them he 
nMJgn* aa the Jiitc. the 7th Century lu tlic commence ment o£ thc 
oih Cc. (tarj A. D" ( ArchaMlogioal Reporta. VL 800^0 

In tlie ahova extract.* wr have amplc cvidence to show thai 
tlic IniiivSaisanian Coins heanng the Fire-AIiar. ele werc in u*c 
in Mulwn nnd Guiarat nll thc i'omtnencemeni of 800 A. D. The 
quottion, tlmrefore. ol>vÍoi»ly ariaestliat the Indo-SaManian Coína 
would not luivc been m uic tinlc** therc were Irunmn nr Sassanian 
States and Cilnniea in chose Provincc*. 

<W "AceordtnRlo nna aceounl a large hely of Persiona 
landed in Wc»ten» India early m 7th Cootury, uiid from 
ooe i»f thetr Icader* whom Wilford hclieved to have 

l'tni | tjofl oi Khoaru Pawia, the famtly "F Uduipur is 
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Mtd to hava *pnjnfi" <For autHontie*. »ee Bombay. 
Ca*eteerXlll P. 24$ 

le will ho rether interest ing to nnio from the above extrm t 
thot 3 lnrge body of Peraiona liad arrived in Woiím Intim m lh< 
>il> Century. i.i <l ír i* alio «.ot mliUek that iKc fí-rtuU of L'doipuf 
must ha ve aprung from one of the írnnum Pnncea. ' 



(-1 






General Cunninujham boa notrd that ihe mfluence of the 
j1 aoniana wm most sirongly felt tn SiimIIi eiul WeMen. 
Raiputana. wherc India and Pertia cam* jslo diroct 
contHCt: but in North-Weaiern India And tbc Ptanjtb, 
ii wu* disseminated by the WhJtc-Hunw und the Litllc 
Yuobi, who luccosatvely hcld the Kabul valley. 



The farmer werc cartainly Fire-Worshippem. and the lailer 
wcroapp«rrmly Bríituiimmls, but botit hud udopted tbc Btylc of 
llw Sasaaiiütn Coinagc. und a* tbe dote of the Saasanian influenc* 
ii well knuwn. it i* a cunvrnáent and wcll-marked distinctkm to 
call it Utc liiflr>-Síi9soi;imi prriod. This penod, CuiminpliMii 

nisiends dowi m A. D. 71X). ahortly aftvr which the direct Peraian 
inftucnce wni brought Eo a close in Wcelern Indin l»y the Mohomé- 
ooC couque»t of Sindh and Multán ín A. D. 711. ( Sec Cunnin- 
jclmm'a Arcbicologica) RciM.rtf. 111. pngc 5 ). 

In ibo first pluco. we observe from |he nbove passagc thai 
there wa* tlrang Sasuititah influcncc in Sindb atid Western 
Raiputana -iiJ that tbe White Huna were ik> doul.i Fire-Worahip 
pefs. Plea*e unté ihnt the Indo-Saosanion rule extended upto 
711 A, D. 

" Hio wriierofthoBombayO««»eernotice»thetradiiioniiI 
■ inection bctwrrn Vaiobbí and the Ranaa of Mewad 
witli the SnMwninn Kings uf Pnrsia ( A. D. 25O650 ). 
In aupport of the tradition. Almi Faxai (A. D. 1590 ) 
*ay» (hat íhc Kuiiiih <if Mewod oonsider iheinselve» de*- 
ccndnni* of ihe Sasaanian Naushirwan (A. D. 531- 
579). and Tudd quoles fuller detoiia írom the Penmn 



, 
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Híatory of 3íaaier-al Umra,,....t.t.. Tlae linkbetw<en 

Nauahirwon'v aoii Naushtnid. who fled fn>rn hia fatbet |n 
A. D. 570 receivca aupport in the s;ate meni of Procopjuti 
thot Naushizad found ahclter in Belapatan in Gunanston. 

Itvcemabeatiü look for the legend inthcFirc* 

SymhoU ín uae on Kothiavvad and MewoJ Coina- Thew 
Symbol* Uctray from aboui the Sixih Century a nioro 
direct Sassamnn iníluence." (BomV<ay Crreliccr, I. Pnrt I. 
pnge 102. and "The Porsis nf Anciont India" by Mr. 

Slnipurii K. Hodiwala. pp. 23-24.) 

TKe above extract dutinctly provea ihat tberc waa traditioiwil 
ccnnccüon hetween íhc Valúbhi and the Ranaa ol Mcwed on 
one side nnd tlic Sassanian Kicigs on the otber from 25U A. D. 
to 650 A D. The.Firc-SymboU on tbe coina of Knitiiawad and 
Mewad lend additwnal &upport to tKe wimr. 

(k) " If llic numberof the debaved (iiidliia? [Giins}. whicli 
from time to timo come to ligbt, may be |o«ked on aa 
indieative of rule exlending over a ceotUfj i i two, our 
rescarches hitberto will brmg u* down to the c o mm cPOB- 
ment nr end of tl« Se\*enth C«titiiry of our cro. and clo« 
wlfli a ra-co oí bnaaanian arium rcigninu in Kutch. 
Katliiaw-ir and Guzeföt ". í Bomboy Brunch Royul 

AaMeSoody lowndVU pp, 30 3G). 

"Gadhia" eníns were u»ed in Indin durmg the reign of tbc 
Sassonian Kinn. liebrnm Ghor. Tlicic bl RÓ iloiibl ihat somti 
branch of tbe Saasanian* had ruled in Kulcli. Kntbtawar and 
Gujarat upto tbc commencemert or end of tbe 7ih Crntury A. D. 
The above atatemem Icnda great support lo tbc nmem! rrl.ci 
thnt Romé banda of Pnrsi* hnd left Irnn for India in 697 A. D. 
na they werc sure of gctling shelter «i»d proteclion írom tbeír 
co rebgionisn ruling in rCutcb. Katbiawad and Guiomí nt the tmir. 

0) "Punched or Punch-niarkou Cnins, i. c. tlic cnms tn 
wbich the design ia pmicbed intr. tbe rnelnl. are long 
síi tec referred io a* pojnting to Ireu íuonoa in India. 

Paodlt Bbagwanlal Indrafi »nid «i tbe subrect of tbete 
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coim: "Soinr af íhr Sr\5*ünmn K-ings ( beiwecn tlte űlh 
and 8th Ccniurtc* ) may ha ve estit! hshed (leír nilo 
somewlicrc in thesc dattrtebl i Molwn ) mid luid thcir 
rrency íasucd, and ttair •ucicseoro t ti c Clwiucin aiiJ 
Gliulukya oi AiilnKv ula » Pettfciad and copied thesnme 
type íor their coínoge." 

( " Asmi.c Papef ". Pari II, p. 251. hy Siff JrWaoji J. Módi). 

Wc hove wjine more evidence in ibc above extraet to show 
that MAM Lrnnchof llic Sasconlnna may hove entaMi*hcfl tbeír 

aoverciKUy ni somc dinlricts of Molwn bciwcen ihc 6ih und 8lh 
Ceuturics. PiiuJit Bhaftwaulul Indrnji WU a gre.il nrchaeolo£i*t und 
hu above statenicnt certainly de»ervcs consideraliofv 

(ni) "Woclo not lewrn anything írom FirdouBi* Shniinameh 
about the los» nf any terriioncs an ihe frontiéra t»f India 
either by Firoiu or by Kobod. Tabán and Mosoudi 
alsó donolipeok diretiily.of any loas oí Peraian terri* 
torin on ÜM faölivr* of India. Tvban indirecüy 
refer* to such n lo**. While *i»caking of the conqucsla 
of Naushirwmi, he says: " Then Naoshirwnn deaired 
lo penaeas cqunlíy a certain portion of Hwdustun. He 
mride n large ünmy. with d JiMinfiuiabcd General at 
iis bondi nuirv.h againál Hinduatan ( ond ) njíninat 

Semmlib wlicre livcit its kmg Thi» 

Indián Kitig »urncndcrcd to htm all the countrics ín 
the ne ighbourhood of Üntan which had nlresdy been 
ceded 10 Pema in tbc lüroe of Bebratntfour " ( Trans- 
lated from Zolenberg'a Fraich Tramluiion. Vol. II, 
P . 22!. chopter42: "Asintic Papcrs" Part II. pp. 347- 
348. by Sir J.wanp J. Módi ) 

Nftushirwan Adol ruled from 53 1 A. D. to 579 A. D, It 
nppear* thnt the lndion icrritoric* wHicb were ctHugurred by 
Öehramgour wew losl dunna ihe raflB of Kobad Fföfn ihe 
- pas>öRc we obaerve thet JSau»hirwjin re-cimquered thoae 
icmtunc» and e«l«blishcd hi» uuthonty avar them Maeouai Mntes 
ihat " the K inga of Hmd and Sít .db und of oll the eountnea in the 
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Nonh and Souíb eoncludrd peoce with ihe Ktng of Perei* 
1 Nooslnrvan ) . Therc tt nothiuu íruni die SuMaaiap . 

I listnry that ilie Indián territories conquered by Nao*htrwBn, wore 
M any time lost during hw succetaon' reign ( froiri 579 A. 0. to 
641 A. D. ). Thi* ebvioualy lead* ui lo believc tbal even «fwr th* 
dowxjfnll of the So-naniona, tbvac Indián Provwcca mual hlive 
rcmoined mtad under the Saasonian Governors or tome brarch 
of the Srtsianiun must liave ruled ovor them for bdum centune?*. 

(ni In ' Iranibah at Addenda pagoa 684 (a) lo (c) Mr. 
Sbűpuni K. Hodiwala quote-t "Goudhvi", a booli wnt- 
len by Kuo Bnlinur Sbmikor Pnnduraii>> Pnndil in wlucb 
itM *t.itpií tlut "the Parsn uccupying wme part of 
KaihmwnJ and Sindh were conquered br Yashovarmo- 
NMirn llic blond ran to tlieír fucca. it appearcd blue " 

(Introd. Page ItM) "Viwhovarmn then marchc»upon 

the 1 Pmikas and conquera them nfter a véry long ond 
hard-f«*iifíhi L.n-ilf. in wbich mony of hia cnemies were 
•Isin" (Page 27). 

From the flbove, Mr. Hodiwola comc*» to the condunion 

" (hal tbc re were P^rsi Kingdoin% in Katlunwad omd Sindb nnd 

th«t tbc Poraía were Jefeaied m 700 A. D^ Kv Vaa bovurma. ' He 

I lbnt "|bc Lnmlan srotgnmU had lelt I ro'i i ™ Tor Guiitml a> 

their co tclimnni^ti. wete nilii£ űl tlie tirtie in cerluin pnrta of 
IJuiiirat and Katlunwad. 

Thei above exirael eJearly iKows. nav proVoa, that whcn 
wme bandi of Pnr»ij como lo India ihcrc wcne wwne Pai« 
urtJcpendont Stale:* und Colamer. in Guinrat, Kothiawad and Sindh. 

My oniy obwci in quotinz the above cxtracU at lengih 
from ihc wcll-known acholan and travellers ím lo thraah out tlie 
quwstion ihoroughly regardína tho suppoaed londing of ihe Por«%i» 
" - Kathiawud arwl Gü)ar.ut. Krwad Jain-liedii DüdiihhDi Nndcr- 

nHah, ona of the areat acholar* of Orientál languagea and 

i rrj fccn|.iiirrs, has very nbly proved na shown in aomc 

ic above extraub* the foUocy of the itaarjl ontauicd in the 

rCaacli'i-Saruan, und at lt»e aorne iimc remorked khail " It is 
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rcftrctled ihil cven the leamed Paraia take thia legcnd ( Ktaach i 
Sonjan) for a íruc hutára- witSimit nny naccrtainmem of the 
reli.ibility of the atoncs rmrraied thereín "'. I think » good némber 
of Panis in theae dnya of advanced educatioh and re-Mfrch- 
work, wuuld ccrtninly hesimtc to acccpt all ihot i? wttajaad m 
the Kisseh-i-Sűnian when thc evcnta mcntioned theroin do not 

coincide with the Hirtoricol rccords. 

i 

Another eminent nnd learned scholar Mr. Pallonji B. Dcaai 
In hia work " Kiasehi-Sanian— Ek Tavankhi Tapas". haa alao 
conie lo the ume concluninn that aonic of thc importon t évéül* 
narratod in thc Kiwtalvi-Siinian are nol tenable oo hiatorical 
invcaugauora. 

That greal Profeasor of Sanaknt. Sir Bh&ndafkar hm aUo 
vory wisely rcniarkcd ihnt "the cvidcnce for dctcrmnniR "rfatf 
the iiiimc wai of tlic Chalukya Pnncc, who rccoivcd ihc Parola at 
Navaori (?) is meogre. Il is quile posMbtc. tlwi fucls belonging lo 
different pcriods or Jifforcnt condiúon* oí things were luinblod 
tngdher." 

Il will be quite evident frotn the ahove thai any intelll- 
gent pcrson would ceruinly decimé lo occepl thc legcnd of thc 
Kwsch-i Sanjan a* true, more eapeciolly when ít was wriltert 
ah.ml 900 yeara altér tlic *up;v mg of thc Paraia and 

dini bOO fram the ornl narration of a Mohod ( PríestJ- On the 
olhor hand. in the exlraclh quotcd nbovc Üjcro is arnplc cvidcnce 
to show thai when the supposed huradn of rurai rHUB iycH 
ctme to Kathiawod ond Guiamt. the Paraia had their indcpcndcnl 
States and Colon tes in those párta. tkaides. we obeerve from 
tanú of the paaaast* quoted ahove that there wa* a large 
nopulntion of Pnrais in Sindh and Ptinjab prior to the auppfwed 
immigration of the Pnruin, and tliis Pnrsi population had reenninrd 
for a vory tong tirno in thoac Provincca ovan aíter thc fali of thc 
Soaaanion Empire- In support or the ohove we nnve olsö 
the evidence of a lorge nunibcr of Firc-TempUi 
ejuMing at the tíme ín India. It ia therefoce quite posaible 
ihat the lorge Parsi population of Sindh and Punjab- muat 
ho?c grudually ahtftcd ihemaelves to Gujarnt ond u good number 
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ol the preaem-day Parttá muat certainly be the deaccndnnt* of 
the old hlock settlcd in Sindh. Punjai i. Gujrnt. Kmhiawad and olher 
place* in Ittdiu. 

Let ut now take up thoac no-callc! 16 Shlokan : — 
THOSE SIXTEEN SHLOKAS. — 

H ia 5Bid that thc Pnrn pilgtims lived in Oiu for 19 yenra 
frotn 697 A. D. to 716 A. D. In the ycor 71 1 A. D. Mhomcd 
Imnimidtn Kaaim invoded ond ennquered Sindh. It was through 
fear of oppression from thc Arab invndem llmt the Poraii 
lefi Diu by Sea for Gujaroi. On their voyngc they mei with 
atorm bul at Uat they lucceeded in rcaching the shorea of 
Saroan. Acoorduig to rCiuch-i Sjinjon. oneof ihcir leamed pneata 
approached the tben ruling Hindu Roiah bynnme Jadi Rana with 
aome présem* and nsked perniinaion tn alloiv the Porai immigrartL- 
to land in his territory. The Rajah allowed them to do ao on 
certnin coniliiions. one of avhich was to give nccount of their 
religion and customs. The olher conditions were ihnt — 

) 2nd ) they sliould give up their Iráni Inirguagc and adopt 
the Ciiíiarn ti Ii.ii]iuagc. 

( 3rd ) The Pnrai women should wenr Snria accorduig to 
Hindu women, 

(4tlt ) The Porai iinmigrants ahould diaarm ; 

(5th) Ihe Parvis should [«rform marrioKc nntl other 
■usptcioua ooremotuca ír. the evening. 

It ia not known Iww the wnter of ihe Kisseh-i-Sanjoii knew 
of thft aböve conditiona. It is generaHy believcd iliat from Üie 
Sixtcen Shlokaa aoniebody (probobly somé Hindu) moy huve 
concoctod the conditions. 

Dn&tur Aspandinr Knmdin of Broach had pubhahed 
"Kadim Taríkhi-Pnrai Ka»nr |p 1326 in whtch be hftd inoorpo- 
rated the Sixtcen Slilokaa. A» it will be rather intercaling to note 
the Oplnion of thai disiinRuinlírd acholor Reverend Dr. A. Fuhrer 
on ihnl boök. I give the amne below:— 
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" Thew Shlohn* tn which the leamed Dn a iur rxpl B ir>rd t h, 
Mozdyoanmn relig.on to Klug Jndi Rnrm of Sonirm form ihr 
oldcst documents reUtiriH to ihe Panw in Ir^io. und >( ■* much to he 
regretted tinit tho Sarok rit irxi D| found in nll ihc ninnmcnpu 
■t my cjapottl is vcrv curnjpi The Surokril lui puhh.ned u. 

Guiaroti chomgtcrs hv Atpandurji Kamdinji of Broaeh in hn. 
Kadim Torikh Panfaionj Kawr, Surat, pp. 129-146, » not wortn> 
of being boked »fc" < Bombay Brnnch Rovol Aiinlic Society 

Journal. Volume 16. p 84 h 

• 

From Or. Fuhrer't ahova rcinarlu I len*e the reader m 
fnírn h» OWn opinion on the *amc. One trióig dint siriken u« 
n>o*t m ihat Dnstur Aépandiani Kon-din • nrouarnn, ír, i 
tho 16 Shlokaft ojt found. HWfl wntten generully m tbc IStli 
that i. nemrly one Thousand yean aftei ittf wpposed 
ing oi the Páram in Sanjan. 

Accordtng to the legcnd ti 15 Mid that Noiryoanng Dhoval 
had compnsed the Sixteen Shlokns. and rceitcd tbc ume beforc 
Jadi Rann. h uceriainjy impomble to bolíovc « ven wkb a wido 
atrclch of imogmation thot whea the P.r*i i«lRnm» landed in 
Sanian. Nairyo»ang Dhav.il knew Sor.tknt, 

Fromwmcof themnniBcriptsitnppeaw ihol the eOmposer 

of the Shlokoa was Akadhuru or Aka Andhynru. 

About Akndharuor Ako Andiiynru, Mr, M P. Khnreghai. 
I.CS. (RtMired.. n profotind Kholur „( Snnnkril und Avcita 
liierfiture.in the Pre íncö to "'The Panm oí Anc.ent Ind..." <l,y 
Shapuni K. Hodiwalo) wntw . — 

" The oUéSl rnamiscnpt known. which amiii,.. only ll>e fim 
Twu SUokaa. was writtcn between 1654 and 1(i94 A. D. 
Other numincrípU containing all tfce Sixteen Shlokns ara of 
the iHüiCcnluryorlmcr, andsnmoof thom gtve the nnme 
of the Mtither as Aka Dharu or Ako Atlhyani." 

" Ako Ailhymu nv.y hl the naaV oí ■ Hindu. My fnemd 
Mr. Ni B. PfvttM. a recoKiiiaed nulhonty on x \ w Guiarthi 
l.niBuniee mform» me tbnt Ako {a* Hindu norne, thcwgh not 
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a common one, for e*amp|e, * P-l ! Street) »> Abnwdubad 

is named from Ako Slietii. He ul»r> míormn mc thai the 
word Adbvaru beude* being the •umame o! aotM HmHu 
famdiea. is applied lo n Hindu pnc-l, Wna at pfeíellf 

performa the humblc fuociKKia of dclivcrun invn#t4űn- 
Jinncm, caste-mcetinRB, and the hke. The word inay 
derived from the Somkrit Adhfarvu. Mid Mr. Divatio i» 
preparod to occepi this denvnlion ni prései ii ih«m'c oí I64SC 
philoliígical rnisgtvinga. An Adhvnryu m ■ prieat who 
ir.stnutcü thr AdSivnríi uncn^icc. THia nnrrt* b c ; 
npplied 10 tbc Skthi sttci lU ee. A= the Parw ü m i n a 
coTcmony. tlic mont importatil part '•! il 1- I IjatttniJ 

rttual. i» the equivalcnt of the Hindu Soma midcr 

ttond hnw a Parsi prieat onme lu \>e ctilled AhHvwTU 

Mr. Hodiwala ha» himftelf drawn alientHjr. U) il<c peculinr 
Hindu OXprcnionn 'Jahnvi-íiniiriB' in ihc I3tb Shlokn. 'l'u'ili C!;ivyn 

111 the Hth and 'H«rmÍEdn mukhom' in the I61I1. '■<* 
repcat his remarks. "A» the Shloko* werr writlan 

the information oí Hindu*, the ü*c of socli cxr" : ~' m - 

Srodbn nnd Homa for cquivolem i^rsi tem* wooW be notural 

CA-en for a Pnrsi. bot ihm ejtplanai hardly opply to the 

terma íust menüorrd. ai.d Htill le** ro li.c thei ' led - 

It willbe quile obvious írom th< --! ■ «c. dint Akadlnuu or 
Aka Adhynro was not ■ Parai a* í* KelieveJ , •■ roc of Üic 
ignorant l'urni* and Hindun l«ut woi o Gjuorati Br.-.l.um« \v - 
alao note thot the Shlnku werc not com[.o>e ■: ne 1 d tW 

somé tíino bot ot difforcni pelIod^ bctiveentbc d»tei 1654 A. D. 
to 1800 A. D. I do not ihmk Féllifnrg 

would cvor nttach my impűltanoc :» ilicse sm calluJ Shlokas 
more especiolly when they Wcrt OOBf '' l' 1 '" > 

thnu-ond yenri from tbc dnto "í ÓW sujjposed lat. na ol tbc 
Pnrais in Sanian. 

Mr. Shaporji K. Hodíwala in hí* famous work " Irnnahojb 
,i pp. 50,66-67. wntcs:— 

"Acoording 10 mytholoiO' »he Sixteen SJ.loka* WW B&OTJ 0»C« 
by Aludharu or Ako Andí.ynru and not by Nmryo*eflg 
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Dlinvul nn m ordti mrily nippn*r.l. "Tbe Shlokm werr not 
recited by uny ol" ilw Par»t iminÍK'3>" , « befúrd th* Raja) 
they (Parsis) hndl pra<Hrnllv no j mflarifl thJE nf the Snn»l<nt 
when they Innded m Snnjiui TheM$hlalui sccm t- 1 l""T 
been eompo*erI somé centuries nítrr llicir li»nd mj* 

" In the Shlokm ihc nattHO ol ilic * Kuau 1 S*crcd Thrrnd I 
nasb*-«[. .! wilh the -ncred wnter* of dinga.'lhc 

ends of tbc 'Kusti wiiW tbc tnouth of the scr|>cnt. .hkJ 
Da-v-mukh Í^M *<A*tPH willi tho fnce oí Ahuro MaioV" 

Mr M. P. Khare-ghnl m hl* Prcínco to "The Páram oí 
Ancicnt Indin" m p. vi Wfitn:- 

ln the Thurd Shl- >ka Ako compures the rCu-u .Bu.atmk c. nn 
idea enlircly forei|(n and rvrr. rci uUive iu o Pot»i, for the sr.akc is 

CTt olíjcxi tií th« cwlttfiiiii.il The ideo 10 iltc 

Mj»gj Sun- Witrsnippt-ra ol Indin. and i- íully developcd ín the 
Bhn*i»hya Purun l Oiapier 142 of llie firat Parvo ). where tbc 

■ncred jí.rdlr in derived fmm llie «nnke Vasuk i " 



I hiive eniercil tlte nbove rxtrocl* i»l leiiRth, obviou-ly v\iib 
n Viaw l.i Jmw the hollnwne» of the claim someumes iimugU 
i rolnii pcoplc thm ilic Ponm were rcceivcd 
in ttidin on eértaii. condiiion*. It :* <[uiie clenr from the al oVC 
extrneta thai tlie Shlokm wero - *tjBUi mic ,cí "" : h' "he l P «r*i 
ImmigmitU, bot tfcey were eonjjpmed wme cerrturiei uíter. I .!.. 
not think nny mattot ordtnnry intcItigeiKC wotdd avet oprre apd 
rtecept the Shlokaa ns genutne, more especinlly w u cn tbc Purain hnti 
qaJcwiwIedKeot tbc Saniknt nor öf the Hindu Shaahrn» ot ihe 
tnne of Iheif auppcweri laadinfl It i* reolly ahocking t* il.mk 
ihat n Parsi would eompare Li» t&crcd "Kiüti" whrch i* more 
'fenr nn.l preciuu* 10 lum ilutn nnvihinR in tlm worlrl, to h «mkc. 
Tbc only conclu^fM) ihat mie con drirw froan the Shlokaa ia ibm 
eitbcr Aka or jomo oiber Hindu iiffer tbe Inpse of moro rlinn n 
thousanJ ycan, mij|hi hove tried liis bánd nt »i»ch compn»ítion in 
bruken Smukrit. 

Mr. Shapurji K. HodiWaU m '" Irnnsboli ' at p[.. 68-69 wntc» 
"No sucb conditiona os llio adoplitm ni I tindu Saris by 
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Pnr*i v/nmen, nnd tbc performom:c of rnnmaRc crrrrr'f> 

tbc rveinug. elr. werc itnpo*ed [y ibe Rnjith Hl the Pnr 

Ali tbefr conditioit* srcm In l-e purc und tODpla Inl 

ll I* rnihcr *urpn>.irK lo fird from ihe obove thftt no dfera 

iuc i\\r nii.lr [nembom <»f tbc Parsin wui* iinponed l»v ilic »up 
Rntmh Jadi Rmta. t do nol ihínk nny mnre remnik* arr 

neceaanry un the a|>OVC n» Mr. Hodiwollu ufter decp atudy 
ami re^^Tch wurk ha* comc tn the coKcUrsion ihat the *4Víalled 
conaitiotin tvere " p-nre fehneationa." 



Wc bnvi- riotcd h the preccdmjt pn£es thht uptil now 
Bchnlor of vcpotB lins been "blr U> cddiice ilroíip nnd reliul 



cvidcnce to suppart the IcRetid r>f tbc Kinisrh-i Soninn ftfid il 

would thercfarc be puarflo teo Undt greot Unpurtancc pnd wcík' 1 ' 
io tbot Ki»*eb. SimilorU . u. il i enc of th« StJtttfn SU-ko* vrc 
liuve obiftervcd nbnvr ibut ihey were compo^cd h\ ■OHIfl Hindu 
llr ihinin tmtned Ako Adhynni in broken Sanskrit. 01.J Mluch on 
cnrcful aludy nnd minule investigotion* rcault morc in tbeir rcjrttiun 

tbmi in ibeír occcplancc- 

In ihe end. I rearet (o »ay llmt wime of our Popsi SchoUra. 

Ül iKeír leid nnd cnlhuhiasni In provo the imthenhcity oí tbe lejtend 
of " Kiaaeh-So t fuct-t nnd makc fanciful inlcr- 

prointion* of somc of the wora* from ihc Kiosnh. 1 would therc 
főre urtfc ihem to sludv "Kisseh S.injan quile willi nn n-pen 
nnd diapüsai^Kiolc mind. «wí to devote n part of their tiaic and 
enray Ui műre rcucoreh work in order Lo trocr biilory of tbc 
Irónián < Parti | w isler* in India. 
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